rn ny - * 
9 * —_ 7 . ; Lo 
g 7 1 1 
a2 
= 
5 4 5 d 
1 OY * 
3 + R ; NY 5 N 
7 * 1 s 4 
— oy — E 
* - * 
9 
A F 0 
— - 
, 
* 
| * * - 
. 4 : ©. i , - O0 . 6 . : 5 * 
5 © 2. 1 Yo , % 
0 Py - 
G J 7 


%%% 
7 m. 


2 k £ Y * 


85 15 CONTAINING FR 


+ 2 


AN ANSWER TO HIS REMARKS on 
LETTERS, rar II. _ | 


ro WHICH, ARE ADDED | | % 


Þ Bictures en Mr. Howe's Ninth Number of Obſervations 


5 i 4 ; 
= . p 
= * 5 * 
1 N 2 ; 2 8 
2 f . | 23 | 5 g 1 
2 by * X's | 
Þy JOSEPH PRIESTLEY, II. D. FAS. 
3 ! - ts 1-6. 0 


% 


Pre Qua TANTA ANIMUM DEMENTIA ns... 
* VIKES "—_— CONVERSAQUE NUMING SENTIS? 
os "On | . ven. 


4 1 3 — *. 


{ 0 > : 9 
x % * - 
- * 
o 
7. 
2 
* 
=. | ö , 1 3 
— A 1 * 4 P 
= Z L 
= * — 
f | 14 * 1 IN 0 N A M | | 
* 0 * l 


| air BY PEARSON AND ROLLASON, FOR. 3 
jonn son, NO. 72,” . PAUL' $ CHURCH-YARD, LONDON, 8 
AF... MDCCLXXXVI, be Is 


(Price Ons Shilling und d.. 5 | 


* _ 


» 
"A . 8 
2 — ">. 2 
0 4 6 — 1 * 7 2 : 
p » 7 by f — 
- | ' a 1 hx L i - 
We. + | | | | | | 
; CAR "nw _ ; "* ? 
CO * p * 3 1 a : 
4 T - * fx a"; - 3 E F ' | - # : 
| : | | 5 | N 2 _ 7 * 1 % — =... ot 
- . . == — - 1 * * » * r %.7 * 4 1 
| | : | | * . 1 iy TR - * Y 
— p 1 * — — * * - 4 * 4. * 4 4 = 1 +; 2 
o * - 85 * o 4 | 
_— * — 9 * «2 — — 1 ' : : | I 
| | 5 , * — 2 
- \ = = IX : ö | 
| 3 0 4 N o 8 
: ( | . * - 7 =y + ' 4 * 
— . k 2 
; - oy S..> | | 
| » p Ld 
* 2 
- M , 


1 
3 a 
5 N. * + 9 4 ** 
5 * LY” i n " 0p" of 7 : ; * F ; 
4 "SORE. * f ä 
A F / ; | | 
| 4 5 ” 2 o 
-. - . Po 1 * % A . | | 
| : ; oy 
In - A - © 4 
"2 4 — — 5 8 ; | 
. 2 — * — 0 4 * \ 
4 7 * * * 4 „ 8 mts 
| | - - = + 4 a. K \ o 2 ; 
. N 7 
| . 25 % 7 — 4 = 
_— % 
b 8 . \ 4 1 
* ü 2 
- 


4 — 
— a 
, * id 4 : 
| | -- 
4 * - 2 * | 
. . A | 
1 1 ; ' ; . ; 4-4 * 
9 : | 
| 5 { g : i ' - 
** we | : i 
5 . * _ 2 0 
8 a = * 
< | : * 83 * 5 
* * * 9 ” * 1 2 | 
| 1 ' 
* 
ot he 5 * TY * f 
* e 
= 7 | 


= 
= x 
« - * R 3 — 
; — 5 
S 7 ; 
f | | | 2 
” N ; | | h 
| . 
=Y * - - LF 2 R y "I ' : 
7 Y - | 
. | | L 
CE * . 4 we 
. — * $ * * 1 ” P * * * * 7 . 
| We | | — 14 4 C * - * * 4 -, 
» 6 . - | 
| . 
. 
_ : * 1 ? l bs | | | 
4 g | | | 
o 1 N 
| . % a F 5 | 
7 > F 7 i | | 
7 * f 
; - p 
| | | | f N » 1 
- - / 
” 
1 P — F v 5 8 | 
* * p | | | 
| — 
| | : | | - - 
- * < : | | | 
- 2d 5 7 ; f | 
1 > 8 ; | | | 
* ; f N | 
- 
þ | | 
| 5 ws £ — - 
Is - | | 
» ＋ . | | 
: \ 
* * ©. - + 3 | | 
| | | : f * 1 * * 
* = ” . U * . it gt . 
: ) \ : * _» — ba) . A 
_— .” | | | 
s = 
2 ; 8 - 1 2355 5 * - «+ F 
4 , | 
* | | 
= * 

c | 4 — CP > \ 1 5 % 
| | | | | | \ ” 
— F * f 4..4% * q * 4 4 

A * 2 
| | : 6 * = 
4 
: | a z — - 7 * Mm DS... 
| | =, 
; 205 * N ; ; # ©. = "3 
| | | | — — * 
— .\ 5 | | | 
| | | - : by o > * . * _ » * * 
— 4 80 * © % * 1 ; 
| : ; 4 — * of A 18 
; $ 6 87 40 7 9 N * 0 
8 | * * * 2 py - 
» w 4a * 1 a | | 7 
| 4 by oY, 1 
E | | . 
## 4 * : — | | | 
* * : * — : | | 7 
« > > ; | 
? | | | . ; - 3 | 
- 4 * 
. — | 
* - 4 i 7 | 
9 p 
| ) 1 
; - * 2 
4 4 | 
* | 
| : % * 
= | | 
| | : | | ; . ” + A * 
* 7 | 
= * 2 * * . f ö 
: 4 . . : 
| _ 
— * : 
- * - . 
& - Ly m 3 «we 2 * 
4 rr: * * — * : ; | 
7 - 
| ; 5 5 - * — — * 
2 x - * . % P . x : | 
wt : 
| a | : N ” 2 - 
” . | | 
- mn : | 
"5 r 1 ] | 
\ - 2 y 3 > 
: . * | | 
A 
5 . 
* * a 8 


g + © 
: 
#3 8 16 1 
1 Fils wb = E 1 : 
h , A . , i 4 ; . * 
| n * Fa n 8 TE ET 


— 4 85 | Page 
; ke + kat 

As N rotary Litter . — 1 
= | OI 7 87 5 

. Gi "WS 

. E T T E R. 1. 

Of the veracity of Origen 143 
$7 OP EI PAT Þ 
* 44 ISLET KS 4 4 45 N 


LETTER wy i 


G 4 Ober vation relating 10 the | ſup 
poſed orthodox” ebureh of Jewiſh amiſs 
tians at Feruſalem, . the time 4 
Adrian 8 Pa - 6 8 — Ns” 


LET TR III. 


Of the teſtinom of Epiphanius to the a1. 
ence of a church -of Orthodox TFewiſh 
Chriſtians at Jeruſalem, N the time 
f "on wen en. Oe Ee FE 6 


A2 LETTER 


- 4 £2? 


F n 0 4a; 


* 


* 


wr f the Evidence from Ferom in . 17 
5 exifience of @ church of Orthodox. 
0 
| % Chriflians at Yeruſalem Alen he 
: FN L Adrian 
| ime of - . - 2 
* ” - 
t 
4 1 
- 
Fo ">. 'g 
85 
Y 
2 1 
1 ! 
- 1 : 
\ 0 
f | » x of . l 7 * : 
; Ti | „ 
a * - 
eryarks on Mr. Howes's nth N mbe. | 
** 
* 
4 
* 8 1 
. R He EM : 
& 7 
1 ” + . a * $3 „ 4 * 
1. : 9 +. 5 ” N k * * 9 | N 
- 4 4 * 
9 -% y , FS. 
1 5 * - * 
5 * 1 * { $/4/ we 
. * 1 1 : * „ 1 
; . 
. ” 
. 3 7 SS 
pr 2 F rp & 4 # „ * * 
"6 4 4 26-44, N 
, 1 — 1 2 « 
«. _ l . *＋ ; - ; 
* * A 7 
0 LA 0 0 1 1 - iT 
% : g 
« 4 * . N 8 
% > a + 2 8 
k _ * L * bo * P1 7 
* N l is q r 
x * * y 
we _ ö . 
©. 
* A * * ; 
* - 5 { >» 5 
* * * dE » 
3 z ®, & ) KEN ” wg * 
* * ® v4 
% * 4 
* + - 
; * . . £ * 
* — „ — 
* * - 
7 £ = WW. Py X 95 F K 
* & % * 5 


% 
— 
N N * 
* 
* 
— 4 
s 4 
. * 
- 
. - 
4 
5 - 
* 
o 
p * 
* 
o 
— 
1 
” 
" - 
— 
. 
* 
* 
* 
- 
" 
9 - 
x 
A * 
” * 
- 


83 
- | , "- 
| 
T_T RS 
4 ww) & N 8 FP 
— 1 1 — 4 * x A 1 
777000 ͤ PATSY nn, en 285 
e cn T1 * 
5 0 | | : % 
Wm Ae « 1 , "Y * — 7 : on al 
r SEES («01 MINS. 
* ; £ | 
: 1 T H E Ar * * 45 . 4 2 
| | N ee Nil 
— 3 * f 


an be . 


n 


7 * * ry A0 G E. 
rr by Ng 
. n A kd $a F205 IONTT BED 
W H I N. 1 "the; 3 of; my. 
Hiſtory, of . early. Opinions concerning 
Chr: if " 1 pledged myſelf to ſhew, that Dr. 6 
Horſley's Remarks on my Letters to him 
were © as: defeQive in argument, as ey 
„are in temper, 1 did not mean that I; 
would anĩmadvert upon them immediatelyg, . 
or very ſooh z hut intended to wait till! 
ſhould hear what would be objected to that 
larger work, and then reply to him and 5 
others at the ſame time. I found, how 
ever, that the advertiſement had raiſed 4 
general expectation of a ſpeedy reply t Dr. 
Horſley in particular; and being unwil- 
ling to diſappoint any expectations I had 
even unintentionally excited, and more un 
willing to appear deſirous of ſhrinking 
from this diſcuſſion, 1 have done at preſent 


- 


- 
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what many of my friends will probably 
think might as well have been deferred a 
while r 1 


Beſides; as Dri Horſley's Remi were 
written before he had ſeen my large Hiſtory, 
_ thought it might not be amiſs, f in this 

manner, to cloſe the firft aft in our drama; F 
the ſecond being reſerved for, what may be 
occaſioned by that work, which will pro- 
bably be much more conſiderable than any 
thing that has been produced by the Hiſtory 
of the Corruptions of Cbriſtianity. And my 
delign (after the termination of the pres 
ſent diſcuſſion with Dr. Horſley, which 
muſt ſoon come to an iſſue) is to wait'a 
year or two, till I ſee what the. publication 
of my large work on this ſubject ſhall pro- 
duce, and then to reply to all my opponents: 
at once; frankly acknowledging any miſ- 
takes I ſhall appear to have fallen into, and 
vpindicating whatever I ſhall think * 
of it, and deſerving it. 
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A greeably bo this ſcheme, I hive annexed 
to theſe Letters ſome Remarks on the ninth 
number of Mr. Howes's Obſervations on books 
ancient and modern, in which he has begun 
his attack upon me. But in this I have 
been very conciſe, expecting to have an op- 
portunity of treating the ſubjects more 
largely when I conſider what he has farther 
to produce, Mr. White alſo cannot de- 
cline the diſcuſſion, and I have heard of 
the threats of others. We may, conſe- 
quently, hope t that this controverſy (to 
which I find that much attention is given in 
foreign countries) will ſoon. come to a pro- 
per termination, ſo that learned men in all 
nations will not long remain in uncertainty 
with reſpect to any thing of i en gti re- 
lating to . 


- * 


As this is a controverſy chat will pro- 
bably have laſting conſequences, let all who 
engage in it, on either ſide, be careful to 
acquit themſelves in proportion to the cha- 


racter which they apprehend they have at 


ſtake; but above all, = truth be our great 
object. 
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object. Our readers will eaſily perceive 
whether it be ſo or not. We ſhall: ſooner 
deceive ourſelyes than them. And leaſt of 
all can we impoſe upon that great being 
who is the God of truth, who ſecretiy guides 
all our purſuits, and whoſe excellent pur- 
poſes will be anſwered by them, with 
whatever views we may engage in them. 


5 - ee | | 
N. B. Though an account of the State of Cal- 
viniſm among the Diſſenters, on which Dr. Horſley | 
enlarges ſo much, has bur little to do with the ob- 
je& of our controverſy, I ſhould. have faid ſome- 
thing more on this ſubject, but that I hear it 
will be conſidered by a perſon who is exceedingly 
well qualified ro inform the public concerning it, 
and to explain the cauſe of Dr. Horſley's "oy go 
and W n. 


E NN AT A. 
N. B. (4) debe rom the atom of he n. 


Page 26, line 2, (6) for 44, read 1. 
—— line 1, (6) for 6, read 16, 
— 28, line 11, wete, for regii, read regio. 
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that there was 4 (church. of trinitarian Jewiſh 


chriſtians at Jeruſalem after the time of Adrian; 
and as the account that Origen gives of the ſtate of 


things in his time does not admit of the exiſtence 
of ſuch a church, you ſcrupled not to ſay, that © he 
had recourſe to the wilful and deliberate allega- 
* tion of a notorious falſehood.” This you did 
on ſo little fqundation, that I charged you with 
being a falfifier of hiſtory, and a . of the cha- 
rafter of the dead. 


On this article you have thought proper 7 LY 
vithſtanding your previouſly-declared reſolution to 
the contrary) to make _ defence, in which you 

pro- 


N the courſe of our ior 9 you hass | 
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. five paſſages from ancient writers, two tw 
1 himſelf, two from Jerom, and one from Epi- 
phanius. In theſe Letters I undertake to ſhow 
that, though | you 1 taken eighteen months 
to write, and to reviſe your Remarks you have 
groſsly miſunderſtood, or miſapplied, all the paſ- 
fages, ſo that not one of them is to your pur- 
| "By and my charge ſtill remains in its full force. 
or the juſtneſs of my interpretation of the paſſages 
in queſtion, I appeal to all who have any preten- 
ions to ſchouarſhip, in this or any other country, 
and in this public manner I call upon you 0 vindi- 
cate your ou. 


On this Lücke at leaſt an au Gelben 1 
lected by yourſelf, let the controverſy between us 
come to a fair iſſue. Nothing has been, or ſhall be 
wanting to it on my part; and therefore n Public 
will certainly expect your N and ſpeedy 20 


ſwer. N 3 1 
Iam, | 33 


Reverend Sir,” 
Your very humble Sera, 


oy gars lx 


| Birmingham, Tune I, 1786. 85 
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A Win indulged your 1 as} you | 
ſay, p. 1, eighteen months, I am, happy to 

find, that, notwithſtanding your opinion, ib, of- my 
manifeſt inſufficiency as your antagoniſt (Which you 
obſerve, p. 2, left you at liberty to indulge your- 
« ſelf without ſeeming to deſert your caule”) there 
was ſomething in my Letters to you that has at 
length rouſed you to make a reply. To me this is 
a very high gratification. For my predominant 
diſpoſition, not being indolence, I tejoice in any cir- 
cumſtance that contributes to keep the ſubject of our 
controverſy in view 3 being confident that nothing 
but a continued attention to it is requiſite to a 
ſpeedy deciſion in favour of the cauſe that I have 
eſpouled, which I cannot help conſidering as of the 
greateſt importance to the cauſe of chriſtianity ieſelf, 


I ſhould have been more pleaſed if you had pur- 
ſued the diſcuſſion of every article in debate be- 
tween us; but as you have thought proper to con- 
fine yourſelf chiefly to what relates to the orthodoxy 
of the primitive Jewiſh church, I muſt do the 
ſame, firſt conſidering what you have advanced in 
order to impeach the veracity. of Origen, . and then 
the teſtimonies of Epiphanius and Jerom, as evi- 

| + dences 
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RV neck 
dox Jews, at Jeruſalem after the time of Adrian. = 


In the ſecond book agaioſt Celſys „ 
own words, p. 2 2.) ( near the beginning of the book, 
Origen aſſerts, of the Hebrew chriſtians 6f bis 
on times, without exception, that they had not 
«© abandoned the Jaws and cuſtoms of their ancel- 
< tors, and that for that reaſon they were called 


„ Ebionitet.“ This is alſo the appellation that be 


gives to all the Jewiſh chriſtians, of whom he 
makes two claſſes, one of them believing the mi- 
raculous' conception of Jeſus, and the other deny- 
ing it; but N of them e his divi- 
nity ph 


This l of fuch a FOR. as Ocigea) to ie 
unitarianiſm of all the Jewiſh chriſtians in bis time, 
25 ſo neat to prove the unitarianiſm of the great 

of Jewiſh chriſtians, and conſequently of the 
chriſtian church. in general, in the time of the ap 
tles, that I do not wonder at your wiſhing to ſet it 
aſide; and it is fo full and expreſs, that you have no 
other way of doing it, than by maintaining that this 
' moſt reſpectable man knowingly aſſerted zu un. 
truth. Tou even add, p- 28. 30. that you would 
not take his evidence upon Tue Indeed, this 
writer was ſo circumſtanced, in conſequence of 
living fo near Judea, and ſometimes in it, that he 
could not but have known whether there was any 
conſiderable body of Jewiſh chriſtians who believed 
the doctrine of the trinity, and who had 
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the cuſtoms of their anceſtors, or not; ſo that if 
what he aſſerted be an untruth, it mu have been 4 
wilful one, and (as ſerving the purpoſe or his argu- 
ment) a deliberate one. | 


T here are, er, wha aha; 2 
ing this charge of a wilful falſehood againſt Origen, 
that I ſhauld have thought might have made you 
pauſe before you had advanced 1 ſo neee as 
you * done. | 


The ee of Gig be Pa 
poſition highly improbable. For he was a man not 
more diſtinguiſhed by his genius and learning (in 
which he had confeſſedly no ſuperior in the _ in 
which he lived) than he was by his integrity, and 
his firmneſs in the cauſe of chriſtian truth; and 
when, in a ſubſequent age, his opinions were deem - 
ed to be heretical, his greateſt enemies left his moral 
character unimpeached. In ſuch eſteem was he 
univerſally held, that, as Euſebius informs us, it was 
generally ſaid of him, As was his ſpeech, ſuch 
« was his conduct; and as was his conduct, ſuch 
e was his ſpeech *:” his eloquence and the virtues | 
of his life correſponding to each other. And yet this 
's the man whoſe evidence, becauſe it makes 
againſt yourſelf, you declare that nne 
mit upon oath. 5 


e reomoy — 
„ Euſeb. Hhſt, re 3» 
p. 261, | 18 . 


53 i Had 
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Had the teſtimony of Origen to the onicatilaith 
of the great body of Jewiſh chriſtians not been well 
founded, it was greatly the purpoſe of many of the 
early writers (and particularly of Euſebius, who 
maintained the novelty of the unitarian doctrine) to 
have refuted it. But neither Euſebius, nor any 
other ancient writer, the moſt zealous for orthodoxy, 
and the molt hoſtile to Origen on other accounts, 
has attempted it. Might it not have been expected 
of Euſcbius in particular, that after he had copied 
Origen's account of the Ebionites, by/dividing them 
into two claſſes, juſt as he had done (viz. ſome of 
them believing the - miraculous conception, and 
others not) he would have added that, not wich- 
ſtanding what Origen had ſaid to the contrary, 
many of them had abandoned the law of Moles, | 
and were believers in the divinity of Chriſt ? But 
he has not done any ſuch thing. He therefore muſt 
have known that he could not do it, and he Wes not 
diſpoſed to tell a wilful lie ig the caſe. Indeed, 
am willing to think, that few perſons are ſo abate 
en as to be capable of doing hit. 5% * | 

With reſpect to this particular inn concern- 
ing the ſtate of the Jewiſh - chriſtians in the time of 
Origen, it is ſo circumſtanced, that if he had 
eyen been capable of aſſerting a falſehood, (his was 
the laſt that he would have had recourſe to; becaule 
he was writing in a public controverſy, in which he 
has inſiſted largely on this particular article, and in- 
{ulted his adverſary for his ignorance of a notorious 
_ In this ſituatign, he muſt have been — 
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fs than infatuated, to have 8 what all his 


readers muſt have known to be falfe. A falſchood 
ſo circumſtanced, and which muſt have been a wil- 
ful one, would have, been ſo evidently ruinous to 
his credit, and ſo fatal to his cauſe, that he muſt 
have been a tyol not to have ſeen it. 


\ Beſides, this particular SO A REY of the ebrif. 
tian Jews not abandoning the cuſtoms of their an- 
ceſtors, was not of ſo much conſequence to his ge- 
neral argument in defence of chriſtianity, but that he 
might very well have neglected it. Nothing, 
therefore, but a perfect confidence that what he did 
advance was true, could have led him to make any 


declaration on the ſubject. 


What is more extraordinary till, you riay; Pp. 26, 
ce he himſelf contradicted his own aſſertion, at no 
greater diſtance than the third ſection of the 
e ſame book; where the good Father,” as you ironi- 
cally call him; * takes quite another ground to con- 
* fute his adverſary. *? Certainly this muſt be thought 
to be à priori, in the higheſt degree in 


I ſhall now conſider this flagrant contradiction, by ; 
which this great man (for ſo all the world has ever 
called him) is ſuppoſed to confute himſelf, and fo far 
to have loſt all character, that the Archdeacon of 


At no greater diſtance than in the third ſe&tion 
of the ſame book, the oor Father takes quite an- 
| B4 other 


{| 
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« "acti ground to confute his n be inſulty 
© over his 1gnorance for not making the diſtin@i6ng 
Which he himſelf, in the allegation in queſtion, F 

© had confounded.” It is my preſent pojnt, ſays 
-& Origen, to evince Celfus's ignorance, who bas 
made a Jew ſay to his countrymen, to Tiraclites 
c believing in Chriſt, Upon what motive have you 
rc deſerted the law of your. anceſtors ; But how have 
c they deſerted the law of their anceſtors, who te- 
< prove thoſe who are inattentive to it, and ſay Tell 
« me ye, & c Then after a citation of certain 
© texts from St. Paul s epiſtles, in which the apoſtle 
« avails himſelf of the authority of the law to enforce 
particular duties, which texts make nothing either 
for or againſt the Jew's aſſertion, that the chriſtians 

of the circumciſion: had abandoned theit ancient 
laws, but prove only that the diſuſe of the law, # 
© it was actually gone into diſuſe, could not be 
<© deemed a deſertion, becauſe it proceeded not 
< from any diſregatd to the authority of the law- 
< giver. After a citation of texts to this purpoſe, 

< Origen proceeds in this remarkable ſtrain.” 5* A 
<« how confuſedly does Celſus's Jew ſpeak upon this 
« ſubject, when he might have ſaid more planb), 
* Some of you have relinquiſhed the old cultoms 
upon pretence of expoſitions and allegories 
ee Some again expounding, as you call it, fpiritually, 
« nevertheleſs, obſerve the inſtitutions of bur ance 
« tors. Bar ſome, not admitting theſe expo- 
« ſitions, are willing to receive Jeſus. as the perſon 
« foretold by the prophets, and to obſerve the law 


« of Moſes, * to the ancient cuſtoms, a5 
s having 
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« having in che Jetter the whole Aeanidg abe + 


« ſpicit®,” fla theſe words Origen: confeſſes all 


that I have alleged of him. He confeſſes; in 


contradiction to his former aſſertion, that he 


knew of three ſorts of Jews profeſſing chriſtianity 3 
one ſort adhered to the letter of the Moſaic law, 


rejecting all figurative interpretations : another 
* ſort adfnitred a figurative interpretation, confotm- _ 


© ing, however, to the letter of the precept, but a 


third ſort (the firſt in Origen's enumeration) bad. 
| relinquiſhed the obſervance of the literal precept, 


© conceiving it to be of no importance in n 35 


* of the latent figurative _— 


This covtaind the while" of your eurtons reaſon 
ing, in which you ſuppoſe that Origen, in treating 


of the ſame ſubject, and. in continuation of the ſame 


argument, has given you this pretence for impeach- 


ing his veracity as you have done. But ſurely this | 


writer, who muſt have known his own. 
could not have imagined that he had really contra- 
dicted himſelf in two paſſages, not in different 
works, written at different times, or in diſtant parts 
of the ſame work (in which he wight ks OY) 


* Koi es emo; 70 wa die RR. | 
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was writing the other) but in the ſame 
ſame part of the work, and in paragraphs Ray 
near to each other. And I believe nobody fo. 5 
yourſelf, ever imagined that there was Et contra- 


de e 0 Ks 


In thi 8 " alerts, i in gn terms, _ 
making any particular exception, that the Jewiſh 
chriſtians adhered to the cuſtoms of their anceſtors, 
and in the latter, which almoſt immediately follows 
it, he ſays that his adverſary, who had aflerted the 
contrary, would have ſaid what was more plauſible 
(not what was trus) if he had ſaid that ſome gf them 
had relinquiſhed their ancient cuſtoms, while the 
reſt adhered to them; ; alluding, perhaps, to a few 
who had abandoned thoſe cuſtoms, while the great 
body of them had not, which is ſufficiently con- 
ſiſtent with what he had ſaid before. For incon» 
fiderable exceptions are not regarded in general a. 
ſertions. It would have been very extraordinary 
indeed, if »o Jewiſh chriſtians whatever had aban- 
doned the rites of their: former religion, when, in 
all ages, ſome Jews, whether they became chriſtians 
or not, have done ſo. In like manner, it concerns 
me not to aſſert that no individuals of the. Jewiſh 
chriſtians embraced the doctrine of the trinity, be: 
cauſe my purpoſe is ſufficiently anſwered if the great 
body of them, to whom the reſt bore no ſenſible po- 
portion, were unitarians. And though there might be 
a few Jewiſh chriſtians who had deſerted their former 
cuſtoms, which would have given Celſus a n, 

pretence 
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pretence for making ſuch a : diviſion of them as to 
make theſe one of the claſſes, yet the great body 
of them had not; and this was ſufficient to remove 
the reproach which Celſus had OSS out _ 
the Jewiſh chriſtians i in 1 


That this 1 really the caſe, and he the great | 
body of Jewiſh chriſtians were likewiſe unitarians, 
we have the expreſs teſtimony of Origen, uncon- 
tradicted, as I have ſnewn, by himſelf, or any other 
authority whatever. He could not but be well in- 
formed with reſpect to the fact, his veracity was 
never impeached; and if he had been diſpoſed to 
deny the truth (which he had no temptation to do) 
he wrote in circumſtances in which his oats bn to 
_ could not have availed him. 


But to prove Un to be quilty of. FS 
himſelf is not the only uſe you make of the paſſage. 
You fay, p. 27, * But this is not all. In the next 
« ſentence he gives us to underſtand,” though I 
* confeſs more indirectly, but he gives us to un- 
«derſtand, that of theſe three ſorts of Hebrews 
« profeſſing chriſtianity, they only who had laid 
« alide the uſe of the Moſaic law, were in bis 
time confidered as true chriſtians. This is ex- 
traordinary indeed; but let us ſee how it is given 
10 be underſtood. Having found fo little in your. 
clear cone/nfions, 1 do not expect much from WE 
| "OY infinua;ions. | 


For 


eee 


TS 
oy 


. 1 of Celſus, pretending, as it appears he 
did, to deep erudition upon all ſubjects, that, in 


dhe had omitted the Iſraelites believing in Jeſus, 


ar Pane; Ma Ta xala Toy Toroy EETATL iy 81 T1. XY 
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18 BETTERS TO. wat: 
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* his account of the herefies of the chriſtian grab 


© and not Jaying aſide the law of their anceſtors. 
« But how ſhculd Celfus,” be ſays, „., Mals clear 


** diſtintions upon this point, who, in the ſequel 


of his work, mentions impious hereſies, Alto- 


60 gether alienated from Chriſt, and others Which 
e have renounced the creator, and has not noticed 


© for knew not of] Iſraelites believing in Jeſus, 


6c and not relinquiſhing the law of their fathers*.” 


19 What opinion, you lay, © js to be entertained of a 


« writer's veracity, who in one page aſſerts that the 


' © Hebrews profeſſing chriſtianity had not renounced = 


the Jewiſh law, and in the next affirms that a part 
* of them had renounced it, not without an inſinua- 
© tion that they who had not were heretics, not true 
© chriſtians. Eco fvic TEsTI, ETIAM JURATO, 
c QUI TAM MANIFESTO \FUMOS Num, ME * 
's CREDITURUM ESSE CONFIRMO.” 
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Such is the curious inference. of the learned Arch- 


deacon of St. Albans. From this conſtruction of 


the paſſage, a perſon might be led to think that 


Origen repreſented Celſus as having undertaken to 
give an account of the hereſies in the chriſtian 


church, and as having, i in that account, omitted be 
Iraelites believing in Jeſus, and not laying aſide the 
rites of their anceſtors, and on no other ground can 
your inſinuation ſtand. Whereas the moſt natural 
conſtruction of the paſſage is, that Origen ſays, ** It 


« is no wonder that Celſus ſhould be ſo ignorant of 


« what he was treating, when he claſſed the Gnoſtics 
« along with chriſtians, : and did not even know 
« that there were Lfraclites who profeſſed chriſ- 
« tianity, and adhered to the laws of : Moſes.” 
Where then is the moſt diſtant inſinuation chat the 
Iſraelites believing in Chriſt, and not laying afide 
the rites of their anceſtors, were heretics? That 


the Gnoftics were claſſed with chriſtians, was 


a common complaint of the” n in _ 
age. 


You r allege another inflict of oat 
you call prevarication in Origen, in the fame book 
againſt Celſus. In the controverſy with the Jews, 


about the meaning of the word 7mby, which he 
contends ſignifies a virgin, he fays (Remarks, 
p. 29) © The word dp, which the LXX have 
* tranſlated into the word ard (a virgig] — 


© other interpreters into the word v Ca young 


N woman] 
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On this you rener 45 folldus, „What is this 
* a5 they ſay? Was it unknown to the compiler of 
s the Hexapla, What the reading of the Hebrew 
© text, in his own time, was? If he knew that it 
was what he would have it thought to be, why 
« does he ſeem to afſert upon hearſay only ? If he 
knew not, why did he not inform himſelf, that he 
© might either aſſert with confidence what he had 
found upon enquiry to be true; lor not aſſert 
hat could not be maintained? Eco utc r, 
* ETIAMSI. JURATO,” i Tau MANIFESTO PUMOS 
oe ee ME NON CREDITURUM. ESSE cow 
cc FIRMO.”' oy {181 72 51. (ah Fa, 


5 am | atonilhed, that. any man x ink this 
Nate of the caſe probable. The queſtion berween 
Origen and the Jews was not what was the word 
in the Hebrew, but what was the meaning of it in a 
particular place. But even, admitting that the dif- 
pute was about the true reading in the original, 
what great matter was there in Origen's ſaying the - 
| Jews ſaid ſo, when he knew that what they ſaid 2 
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tue? 18 chis a foundation on which to affirm that 
you would not take a man's evidence upon his 
oath. What an appetite muſt a man have for ca- 
lumny, who can ſeize upon ſuch a-circumftance. Ws 
this t to gratify it? 1 5 


Wk 13 


Fœnum ober! in cornu, hunc t tu, Romane cavero. | 
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Grail Obſervations relating to the gs RF ng 
church of Jewiſh chriſtians at Scan] after he 
time of Adrian. 


Rev. 812, | 


AVING fully conſidered ' what you have 
alleged in ſupport of your extraordinary 

cngy of wilful falſehood in Origen; becauſe the 
ſuppoſition of his being an honeſt man was incon- 
ſtent with the exiſtence of your church of ortho- 
dox Jewiſh chriſtians at Jeruſalem after the time of | 
Adrian, I ſhall proceed to conſider the poſitive evi- 
dence that you have produced for the actual exiſtence 
of 
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ou. rn 10 ut 
3 ſuch. a church, But I ſhall, in the fil place, 


mention ſome obſervations of a ad nature re- 
ing 0 the e e 2 | 


That there was 4 chriftlan church at Jervifalem 


after the time of Adrian, we all acknowledge; but 


you ſay, p. 41, * the point in diſpute between us is, 


of what members the church of Alia was com- 


„ poſed. He ſays of converts of Gentile ex- 
* traftion, I ſay, of Hebrews, of the © very fame 
« perſons, in the greater part, who were members 
« of the ancient Hebrew church at the time when 
on 0p Jews were ſubdued by Adrian,” 3 
1. Now nüt ing Hibbard" Gr this bh were 
not Jews, but Greeks, I think indiſputable from 
this plain conſideration, that after the time of Adrian 
the biſhops of that church were Greeks, and that 
the language in which the public offices were per- 
formed was Greek; whereas immediately before the 
biſhops had been Hebrews, and the MOOS. offices 
had been in the. ERIN tongue. $a og 


4. If thire uud unh code body A 
dox Jewiſh chriſtians, it is extraordinary that no 


| particular mention ſhould be made of them by any 


ancient writer. Jerom ſpeaks of his acquaintance 
with learned Ebionites by whom he was taught the 
Hebrew tongue. Living as he did in the country, 


be might as eaſily, on your idea, have found learned 


orthodox Jewiſh chriſtians, with whom it would 
have been more agreeable to him to 3 unleſs 
you 


C er Re 


you ſuppoſe that the learned Ebionites were "here 
"oy man orthodox. 3 ot g 


3. As thong orien ent et e 0 Iv 


heterodox Nazarenes, it would furely have been 


natural for ſome, of them to have added, that they 


were not the great body, or at lraſt not the whole; 
of the Jewiſh chriſtians. The mention of che one 


would naturally have drawn after it, on ſome octa- 


fon, the mention of the other. And yet no ancient 
marinen „ eee 5 en 


4. As to a whale church. of orthodox Jewiſh 
chriſtians at Jeruſalem, or elſewhere, we heat of no 
intercourſe between any ſuch church and other or- 
thodox churches. None of their biſhops, or de- 
puties from them, appear at any council; no appeals 
are ever made to them; which would have been 
natural, as to the mother of all the churches. This 
is eaſily accounted for on the ſuppoſition that all the 
remains of the Jewiſh chriſtians were the poor and 
deſpiſed unitarian Ebionites, reſiding chiefly beyond 
the ſea of Galilee, whoſe numbers likewiſe were in. 
conſiderable ;- but hard to be ſuppoſed, if there were 
any churches of orthodox Jewiſh EY ng 
at Launen, or * 


5. If there was tay codliderable body of anthss 


dox Jewiſh chriſtians, why do we never bear of any 
Hebrew goſpels beſides that of Matthew? If they 


held the doctrinę of the orthodox gentile churches 
— the * of Chriſt, it is probable that 


C they 


ARCHDEACON OF sr. ALBANS. 15 


u - LETTERS: TO: THE. - 


they, would have bad the ſame t for the other 
goſpels, and the other books of the New Teſtament, 
and yet it is n rn n they N. oe 
er 7-566 #59312 440" 4435 46d 6 
By way 01 ebe e ae Sate 98 
ſcanty accounts of the ancients, concerning the con- 
queſt of Jeruſalem by Adrian, you ſay, p. 38, „ Tbe 
_* eccleſiaſtical hiſtory of thoſe times is fo very ge- 
© neral and imperfect, that whoever attempts 10 
„make out a conſiſtent ſtory from any ancient 
« writers Which are come down id us, Will find 
te himſelf- under the neceſſity of helping-out pa 
. broken unt by ne own CO I . 
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- Bur cenxinly, Sir, mh en lads 
Utitet, is not the way to dip cut his account of 
| things... Now-Euſcbius, the oldeſt writer-whomen- 
j tions the fact, ſays, that after the taking of the chf 
by Adrian, the whole nation of the Jews (u, 
which excludes all diſtinction with reſpeR to rain 
were forbidden even to ſee the deſolation of their 
metropolis at a diſtance *®, To beip out this broken 
account, becauſe it does not contain all that:you mlb 
it to do (though I ſee nothing roten in it) you tay 
that the Jews were allowed to remain in the place, 
and enjoy the n of the EUR. colony, on 
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condition af their becoming chriſtians. To help out 
this addition, I would farther add, that another of 
the terms of the capitulatian was, that they ſhauld 
from that time ſpeak Greek, as without this, they 
could have derived no beneßt ſrom oper os a 
Greek churahe 107 9 ee Ada vo 
222 +» 8165873 26): 163139 Cay as 
Skies rh e nake ke 
bitants of Jerulalem, Adrian thought to deſttay the 
chriſtian· faith. But to this you oppoſe the authority 
of Oroſius (calling it, however p.4 3+ but a. feather 
in the ſcale) that when. the Jews were. excluded, the 
chrittians were allowed. 10 remain. - 1f:yaur. liberty 
of helping aut 4 broken ſtory may be cxetciſed here, 
| ſhould ſay, that in the idea even of this writer, 
the Greek chriſtians. might temain, but the Jewiß 
not. If any regard is to he paid to Euſebiuz, the 
oldeſt hiſtorian, or to Sulpicius, who is much moe 


circumſtantial than Oroſius, and on that accounʒjt 


better entitled to credit, n Jews, 8 r 
others, were allowed to remain in the place, 


To make your account the more probable, 1 you | 
fay, p. 44, lt is a notorious. fact that Adrian was 
* not unfavourable to the chriſtians, and that the 
church in his reign obtained a reſpite from per- 
* ſecution.” But haw far. did this favour to chriſ- 
tians extend? You ſay, * the fury of their perſe- 
* cutors was reſtrained by the imperial reſcripts to 
© the provincial governors, who were directed not 
* to progced againſt the chriſtians, except by way of 
* regular trial, upon the allegation of ſome cer ain 

C2 « crime, - 
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1 crime, and when nothing more was alleged than 
i the bare name of chriſtianity; to puniſh' the in- 
former as a ſycophant.“ That is, as the hiſtory 
of thoſe times enables us to interpret it, they were 
not to be puniſhed as chriſtians till they were proved 
to be ſo, which was the caſe in the reign of Trajan; 
but does not amount to a toleration of the Jews at 
nay] on condition of their Cars, chriſ- 
bang. d 
| TY | 
Your Gat Moſheim fays (eil, vol. i. 
p- 128) that what was done by Arian (in whoſe 
reign the perſecution of chriſtians had raged with 
peculiar violence). was a ſolemn renewal of the law 
of Trajan. In the reign of Antoninus Pius, hut not 
before, it was ordered that a man being proved 
to be a chriſtian, ſnould not be deemed. ſuſficient 
for his condemnation, unleſs he was alſo proved to 
have been guilty of ſome crime againſt the Nate. 
There is, therefore, little reaſon to think that Adrian 
was ſo well diſpoſed towards chriſtianity, as to permit 
the rebellious, Jews to remain in Jeruſalem on eon- 
0 Aionef ee it. 5 | 
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FTER the preliminary obere contain- 
A ed in the preceding letter; x Hai now con. 
ſider the teſtimony that 4 haye _produced.. from 
Epiphanius. n RY TY 5 of uh 

5 COT YO > Bp7 3 BB. (2p GH, $9151 $1 737 
You ſay. p. 46, chat " «the JaB(vit: of the return 
of the Jews from Pella to Jeruſalem after*the wars 
of Adrian) of which Dr. Prieſtley Ras done Ties 
« the honour to make me the inventdy, 4s 2 
by Epiphanius. The cohfidenegs you” 7280, 
* with which he mentions this, as 2 kat forged 
« by me, is only one inſtance, out” of a great 
* number, of his on Tameleſs' nee. in 
n ο engl oe n 
* - 44 Ty we 30 of hb 
If, Sir, you wiſh 3 a perſoh, you ſhould 
never deprive. him of al? character, but ſhould © 
leave him a little, a ſmall root, from which more 
may afterwards ſpring. Having now no charac- 
ter to loſe, being: N of alſerang any thlag, 


C 3 true 
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true e or falſe, that is likely to anſwer my purpoſe, 
I vill,“ with the moſt ſhamelels intrepidity,” af- 
ſert, that Epiphanius 1 no ſuch fact as you 
ſo very confidently ſuppoſe him to have done. After 
carefully etaminiig ag paſſage which ydu have 
produced, 1d maintain, that in it he makes no 
Tndhtion Whartyer, of any return of chriſtian 
koi Fella, es that which took plare after the 
deſtruction of Jeruſalem By Tirus, and not at all of 
any return after the deſtruction by Adrian. This 
is moſt evident, from attending 'tb the very next 


ſentence whinh follows the words that you. hive 
LA The whole paſſage it 19.89 follows: £ 3 


5p mend dint: Aquila, 7 as | appolaked by 
Adrian, the inſpector of his works at Elia, Epi- 
phanius gives the following: hiſtory of; bim - 
. Aquila, tivfhg at Jeruſalem, and feting the (dif 
* ciples, the, diſciples of the apoſtles fleutiſhing 
ein che ſaich, and working great - miracles, eſpe: 
« cially, of healing (For they had returned from 
b. che ciry of Pella to Jeruſalem, and taught ther 

For when the city was about to be taken-bythe 
1 + Romany, all zhe diſciples. had bean ſorwanned 
by an angel to leave the city, which va eve 
ed to deſtruction. Theſe, leaving it, went and 
«4 delt ia the above · mentioned Peila, : begbnd 
Jordan, one f ihoſe that were called Detapefa) 
but returning after-the deſolatiom df Jeralatem, 
** as have ſaid, worked miracles). An Ther 
e fore, bring conylpcelh became a ch 1 


NI (2 


=> 
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ier ſome time requeſting che ſea] ae. 


5 
i 


What can be more Winde A FER he: oY 
turn of the Jewiſh chriſtians from Pella, mention 
ed in this paſſage by Epiphanivs, is that return 
which followed the deſtruction of Jeruſalem dy 
Titus? For he ſpeaks of their having left that 
city, antecedent to this return | to it, in conlequence a 
of being warned by an angel fo to do, Shich was 
aid to be, the caſe before the Soſttucon- 'by 
Titus, but never before” that by Adria; and it 
was by the diſeiples of thoſe' who then” returned, 
that Aquila was converted: to ehriſtianity, which 
vas probably a conſiderable time before the de- 
ſtruction ot the Jews by Adfian, Voda 5 ER 0 1 

After the imperfect qpotltion of the: paſſuge of 
which I have okra the entire tranſlation, you! have 


* S A 

Tuy Andi h avdullag Ty wget, . cm1! Wyant Du 
Aua, lat a ονντ dermalen non vag vor pebodieram H 
i Tokens tig Icονtα.t ace, mae Yap M If 6 
ahναe da vio Tur Papa), Wpexpualo mea. v0 απνντνο, — 
is ci AN at I aro vag aortas Aο df dw ature 
a 7195, nat AH yerouer, e oy Then TY @ 
#6, Tepay Tv Iopbavs, it en ele de an 
ynuwory legeranru virorpeanſe;, ug cmd, onutia” fr kdl 
On Auna nelayuyey, Tai darin Tu xpirrevojas amirturtv. ab- 
cas bs Al xe Tw & xeirw oPpayida, wiguoale, Des 
luris ct ponderibus, Foy vol, 2, DHU ts 4 t? 
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the alin to add, p.47, Whether this return 
of the chriſtians of Jeruſalem from Pella, took 
ec place in the interval between the end of Titus's 
40 war and the commencement of Adrian's, or af- 
ce ter the end of Adrian's, is a matter, of no im · 
ee: portance. It is ſuſßcient for, my=pvurpoſe that 
« theſe ande eee were reſiding iat Jeruſa · 
em, * more properly. at Elia, at the ſame 
time that Aquiis was reſiding there, as overſeer 
et of the emp peror's works. Let not the public be 
< abuſed: 1 any cavils which ignorance or fraud 
e raiſe ee the Oy of the _—_— 


| Row N it maſt be of Salbe 10. . 
know, whether, Aquila was reſiding at Jeruſalem 
after the deſtruction of that city by Adrian; and 
this is more than Epiphanius ſays, or is at all pro- 
bable in itſelf. For the rebuilding of Jeruſalem 
by Adrian, in which. Aquila was employed by 
him, was undertaken in the 13th year of his teign, 
a year before the revolt of the Jews; and it was 
not till the 18th of Adrian, that 1550 were en- 
e a 


According to Epiphanius, Aguila after ki 
converſion to chriſtianity by the deſcendants of 
the Jewiſh chriſtians, who were returned from 
Pella (retaining his former practices) was excom- 
municated by them. After this he became a Jew, 
and applying himſelf to the ſtudy of the ſerip- 
tures, made 1 tranſlation of them into * 
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This tratilation Cave ſuppoſee to haue been: 
made A. D. 128, or 129, che Arth or tath of 
Adrian. His converſion- to chriſtianity, there - 
fore, vs probably prior to the; reign of Adrian; 
and yet that is the only cirumſtance that proves 
any intercourſe he ever had with Jewiſh chriſtians 
returned from Pella. On which fide then is me 
ignorance, I ſay. nothing of the fraud, of which you 
ſuſpect me in this buſineſs? You mult, Sir, dig 
deeper than you have abner hoes 5 N f 
of this favourite . n «0? 


Tam, fe. DE 


* 4 * 
— * 


3 « 1 ” 5 8 5 ow 
— — — - Fe 0 2 * 6 
. * * ro"? r . 


. 
Exiſtence of a Church ef Orthodox” Jewiſh Chrif- | 
lians at Jet ter the Time of Adrias. rs 
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COME now to the two 8 which you 
have quoted from Jerom. That on which 
you lay the greateſt ſtreſs you introduce in the 
following manner. But I give him Origen,” 
p. 48. „I will reſt the credit of my ſeventh poſi · 
« tion upon the mention which occurs in Jerom's 
Commentary upon Iſaiah, of Hebrews belicving 
6 in Cory, an dia from the Nazarenes. Je- 


Som 3 
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et rem relates two different expoſitions of the pro- 
<4 pheey c6ncerhing Zabulon and Naphrali, deliver- 


. ed in che of the geh chapter of Ialth) 
of which) expolitions he aſctibes the one to the 
«-Hebreeos-belitoing in Chriſt; the other ts" the 


Nen The character give of theſt Ide. 
% brews, chat they hEν,: in Thrift, without an 
„wing to diſtinguiſh their belief from the cbm. 
«. mon' belief'6f the chuten; without any note of 
0 ies error of Imperſeon;'is & plain eharatker of 
„complet orthodoxy: 3 Cad G15 cine 


ha Dans ee BART! 8e n. Hh,ẽjꝭ . En * | 
It is ſomewhat remarkable; Wer, ewig be⸗ 
ſore maintained, that thoſe whom Jerom call 
ed Nazitencs, in hib epiftle to Abſtin;" "were 
orthedex chriftiahs, you ſhould now allow that, by 
the ſame term, hie hert means Bereties ; and that 
the phraſe, believing in Chrif,” ſhould" now be a 
cheracter of complote orthodoxy, when in that epiſtis 
ir is predicated of the heretiea Ebionites. What 
clue can we have to arty man's'meaning, if he be 
ſuppoſed to uſe terms in fuch different, and even 
oppoſite ſenſes? When neither himſelf, nor any. 
other writer, eyer ſays that there were two. luc 
very different, kinds of Nazarenes, what right e can 
* have to affert that there were? 4 3 ha 


The paſſage in Jerom on which, though you 
lay fo much frreſs, you. do not quote, is & 
follows. In bis interpretation of Ifaiah is. 14 
a 6.) he lays, © W 

«6 


OW 


en A CDs or Sr. bds. = 


the Giles Aluits tritiflacts Ss of the Gen- | 
« tiles, and Symmachus the boundaries of che Gen- 
« tiles. By vas we underſtand heaps: of ſand on 
« ſea coaſts, or ſhores. The Hebrews: believing in 3 
« Chriſt, inverpeet+the-paſſage in this manner. At 
« firſt theſe. two eribes, Zabulon and Naphtali, 
« were taken” by the Aſſyrians,, and: carried into 
« their. enetnies country, and Galilee was deftroyed x 
« which the prophet now ſays was telieved, becauſe 
ehe borethe ſim of the people. - But afterwards | 
8 tribes, but the reſt, chat dwelled 
nd Jordan, in Samatia, were carried cap- 
43 And this they. ſay the ſctipture nom de- 
* clares, that the country whoſe people were firſt 
« carried captives and began to frve che Babyls- 
< nians, and wich was firſt involved; ia the dark- 
e nefs of etror, Was, the, Arftto.: ſee; the Agent 
* Chriſt preaching to. them, and ſrom it the golpel 
t was pteached. to all other nations. The Naza- 


« renes, whoſe opinion I have given above; thus en- os 


® deavour to explain the paſſage. Chriſt coching, 
* and his preaching fkining forth ia the fieft, place 
the country of Zabulon and, Napt 
it delivered from the error of the ſcribes and phari- 
© fees, ſhook from their necks the heavy. x yoke K 
* Jewiſh traditions; but afterwards, by the 
ing of the apoſtle Paul, who was the laſt of the 
, apoſtles, the preaching was, increaſed, cr multi- 
* plied, and the goſpel of Chriſt hone 10 the ut 
NR har urypurudagunt thro; 
“Then all the world, which before walked, or far 
in darkneſs, and yas held in the chains of 


(e idolatry 


_— 


mart 0 
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« idolatry and death, yn he chr oft 


Sik 
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hat the Hebrews believing is in Chriſt were Gifferen: 
on, the NN Secondly, that * er 


HARE HY? * A ar! NW 74 * 15 445 5 r 4 + 


* Pro Galilea Genres Aquila, „ 
take wa gentium interpretati ſunt; Juras, autem tumulos 
intelligimus arenarum, al vel in littoribus vel in ripis ſunt 
Hebrei eredentes in Chriſtum hünc locum ita ediſſerunt. 
Primo tempore he dor tribus- Zabulon er Nepfltatim ab Af- 
ſyriis capte, ſunt et ductæ in hoſtilem terram, & Galilza 
deſeyta eſt, quam nune propheta dicit allegory eſſe, . 


non 


ductæ Fane in b Et boc, inquiunt er nung 
dicit, quod regii cvjus populus primos ductus eſt in captivitatem 
& Babiloniis ſervire cepit, et quæ prius in tenebris verſabitur 
erporis, ipſe primum lucem prædicantis viderit Chriſti et 
ex ea in univerſas gentes fit evangelium ſeminatum. - Nazarzi; 
quorum opinionem ſupra poſui, hunc locum ita explagare 


conantur. Adveniente Chritto, et prædicatione illius coruſ, 


cante, prima terra Zabulon & terra Nephtalim ſeribarum & 
phariſeprom eſt erroribus liberata, et graviſhmam tradi- 
nonum Judaicarum, jugum excuſſit de cervicibus fai 

Poſtea autem per evangelium apottoli Pauli, qui noviſſi mut 


apoſtorum omnium fuit, ingravata eſt, i. e. waltiplicgta pra. 


dieatio, & in terminos gentium & vim univerſi maris el 
evangelium ſplenduit. Denique omois oxbis, gui anti ambe: 


Jabat vel ſedebat in tenebris, & idolatti ac mortis vinculis 


renebatyr, clarum ROTO Mn Wen We 0 | 
F334, 4, Ld” STEM 
"203" 15 3:50 $51380- 467 


' ARCHDEACON' or sr. ALBANS. ag 


were completely orthodox; and/thirdly;” that thoſe 


orthodox” Jewiſh © chriſtians tefided at Jeruſalem. 
And it appears to me that ey one W 8 


| ſitions is at all probable. 51 


* a Irin 
ie „„. e, _ 29 — re 


That by Narortver Jerom a not intend A 
other than the Hebretvs believing in Cb, but only. 
meant to vary his mode of expreſſion, is * probable 
from this' conſideration; that, after giving a;tran 
lation of the paſſage by Aquila and Symmachus, 
both Ebionites, he ſpeaks of the interprecation of the 
prophecy by the Hebrew chriſtians in general, and 
then ſays, the Nazarenes, whoſe opinion be had given. 
above, explained, or illuſtrated it, in the manner chat 


has been repreſented! | The opinion” to wich he 


referred, as given above, Was, therefore; Ptobab ly, 
that of the Hebrews believing in Grit. And the 
explanations of the paſſuge are not at all different 
from one another, but the latter a farther illuſtration 
of the former; the one being an interpretation! of 


the prophecy, and the latter a more particular app. 


cation ot it to the time by Sr, ſl the Sole. 


This paſſage; Gerede which you have quoted 
as decifively in your Fivour, inſtead of proving that 
the Hebrews believing in Chriſt were different from 
the Nazarenes, furniſhes an additional argument 
that, in the idea of Jerom, they were the very ſame 
people; if it does not alſo prove that their opinions 
were the ſame with thoſe of Aquila and Symma- 


chus, or of the Ebjonites. 4 
You 


* 


„ * VTTTERS) ro as 


| 8 indeed, ay that the opinion of the 
| Nezanives bo wbb Jerom refers, as given above, 
was that account of the Nazarenes which is found in 
his commentary on the preceding chapter, viz, 
« their ſo receiving Chriſt as not to abandon the old. 

aw.“ But the remoteneſs of the paſſage, and its 
having no relation to the ſubject of which he is treat- 
ing in his commentary on the ninth chapter, er 
it improbable. en td eee leres 9 UE 


„ eee nin 3G %% Lu ir 
eee ee 0 bete ie 
ferenet between the Hebrews believing in Chriſt and 
#he Mazarenet, it is far from-following, that the 
former were completely artbodox, and the latter not. 
For the phraſe believing in Chriſt: is applied both 
by Origen and Jerom to the heretical Jewiſh -chri = 
tians: His not expteſsly ſaying that they were be- 
retics in this place, on which you lay ſo much ſtreſs,” 
can never prove that they were completely arthodas ; 
ace theie hanelf eee + OO 

of which Jeramm ig here waning. 


All the difference between theſe two dea 
of Jewiſh chriſtians that Jerom can be ſyppoled to 
allude to, is ſuch a one as Qtigen made of t forts 
of Ebionites, viz. one who believed the mineulow 
— and the Arber bal nears: it; * 


4 „ 
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66 It mult ſtrike the learned reader, you- fey, 
« p, 53 * that the Nazarenes mentioned by St. 
« Terom, in: the paſſage to which I οm refer, of 
his annotations on Iſaiah. muſt haze berni dif- 
« ſuch. contempt in his epiſtle to St. Auſtin, and 
cc deſcribed. by Epiphanius. Tbe Nazarenes here 
0 by Ste Jerom, heldche: Scribes and 
« Phariſees in deteſtation, their tradittoma d c 
« tempt, and the apoſtle St. Paul in high venera- 
« tion? No.] .I ſee no intimation in this paſſage; 
of tere being any other kinds of 'Nwxarenes;” or 
Jewiſh chtiſtians, beſides ſuch as Paul found at Je- 
ruſalemt int his laſt journey thither, the more intelli- 
gent of them being his friends, and rejoicing/in the 
ucceſs of his pteaching . But even his gteateſt ne- 
mies muſt have admitted, that the knowledge of 
chriſtianity, ras extended by his meant, which is all 
that Jerom ſays ol che Nararenes in this place. f 
to the traditions of the deribes and Phariſecs. we read 
of no "Jewiſh cheiltigay h d ot bold n 


contem ro 


n potted 
3- Allowing both that he Hibrews beliening- in 
cbriſ and the Nazarenes were different people, and 
that the former mere completely orthodox, it will 
not follow that there was. a church of them at Je- 
ralalem, which is the. thing that you contend for.. 


« Ontheſe SEC kobe you (ay, p p. OY 

© which a ftronger arm than Dr. Prieſtley's ſhall not 
"WG GE oe 
"4 4 — 
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 « Jewiſh chriſtians at Jeruſalem, to which - 


« ſertors of the catholic faith will not ſcruple to 
* appeal, in proof of the antiquity of their dofrine 
hate ver offence the very mention of the ortho- 
e dox 3 * give to the _ 
| 4 ene ” 6 * 25 38 N e 
14. "theſe. New: eee "helm: 8 = 
"Ts: built upon the ſand, are alſo completely 
ſwept away. I will add, that he muſt be à holder 

man than he that rebuil ne ſhall e 
to reſtore them. e 


Bur this is not the only r in Jerom wes 
you appeal. You alſo ſay, p. 58, that ehe men⸗ 
< tions Nazarenes who held the doctrine of ct 
« Lord's divinity. For, by an expoſition of Iſaiah, 
* viii. 13, 14. Which St. Jerom aſcribes to them, it 
« appears that they acknowledged in Chirift the 
* Ny [the Lord of Hoſts] of the Old Tel- 
te tament. For any thing like a ſhadow of a 
proof of this moſt extraordinary aſſertion, I long 


time looked in vain, and thought the reference 


muſt have been miſprinted ;'- but at length, conli- 
dering what kind of a reaſoner I had to do with, 1 


ject. 


The 5 fays (eb. viii. 1 13. 14. 4) x 17 


Lord of Hoſts himſelf, and let him be your. fedr, and 
let bim be your dread; and be ſball be for a fand 


zus for a fone of fiumbling, and for a rock of ifm: 
a W N to 


believe I diſcovered your: Mob ideas on ihe * | 


_— _ —_ * — — — 


i both ths Meet of Yu, for @ gin ar el 
10 (he ben, of Jeruſalem. 


mac «le iti pies * 
© the Naarenes (who {o received Chriſt, as nat te 
« abandan the obfervance of the old law) interpret 
« theſe t of Sammai aad Hillel, from which 
* zroſe the ſeribes and phariſces, &c. and that theſe | 
« were the" tae bogſes Which did pot receive the 
« Saviour, who was 1 them for a deſtruction ad 
« 2n offer 0 . 1 * . . 


Jeromy howeyer, does not 1 the 


that you do, viz. that becauſe the Nazarenes 


thoughe that this prophecy referred to the times of 
Chriſt, and tw his rejetion by the ſcribes and phari- 
ſees, they beligved Chriſt to be the Lord of Haſts, 
They only call him tha Saviour, meaning, probably 


+ perſon ſpeaking” ad ang by quthority from 


* Duas domus Nazarei (qui ita Chriſtuw recigiunt ut ob- 
ſervationes legis veteris non amittaut) duas familias jnterpre- 


tantur Samai et Hillel, ex quibus orti ſunt feribz et pharf- 
lei, quorum ſuſcepit ſcholam Axibas, quem wagiſtrum Aqui- 
le proſeliti autumant, et poſt eum Meir; cui ſucceflit Johan- 


zen, filius Zacharai, et poſt eum Eliezer, et per ordinem Del - 
phon, et rurſum Joſeph-Galilzeus;. et uſque ad captivitatem 
Hieruſalem Joſue. Samai igitur et Hillel, non multo prius 


quam dominus naſteretur orti ſust in Judea, quorun prior 


Mater inter pretatur, ſequens grophenur 3 eo quod per tradi- 
baer ai #ev/dgoovee lac, logi. pracopts dilipaverint arg: 
maculaverint, Et has eſſe qua. domus, quz falvatorem non + 
receperint, qui factus fit eis in ruinam et in K 

Opera, vol. 4. p. 32. oY 
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God, who was in reality rejected by, thoſe who re- 
jected his meſſenger, though a mere man. As our 
Lord himſelf ſays, Luke x. 6. He that deſpiſeth you, 
deſpiſeth me; and be that deſpiſeth me, deſpiſeth bin © 
_ that ſent me. On this ground you might rank both 
the Nazarenes, and all the modern. profeſſed unita- 
rians, with believers in the divinity of Chriſt. Tou 
might even make them believers in the divinity of 
the apoſtles, and that of all the preachers of the 
_ goſpel. But having no better evidence of the or- 
thodoxy of the Nazarenes, .you- were obliged to 
make the beſt of this, which will I grove a 2 8 deal 
too much. 


* 1 wonder, however, that this mode of i interpret- 
ing ſcripture does not ſtagger even yourlelf. I 
thought that the moſt orthodox of the preſent day 
had believed that the perſon characteriſed by the 
title of the Lord of Hoſts had been not the Son, but 
the Father. If the Lord, i. e. Jebovab, of Hoſts, 
Which is no doubt ſynonymous to Fehovab, ablo- 
Jutely ſo called, be the Son, it will be difficult to 
n the Fatber any where i in a the wer: Tellqrvgiſs 


Thus I have tohfidered all the K pole 
or preſumptive, that you have produced fof dhe 
exiſtence of a church of orthodox Jewiſh chriſtians 
at Jeruſalem after the time of Adrian. I have par- 
ricularly conſidered your five quotations from an- 
"cient writers, and do not find that ſo much as * 
of chem! is at all to your * 92 | 


. i 
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Thus again ends this church of orthodox Jewiſh . 


q chriſtians at Jeruſalem, planted by Moſheim, and 

" deſtroyed by the too copious watering of wo Arch- 

» WW deacon of St. Albans. 
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7 . the Miraculous Conception. 

* Rx v. 81 R, | 

ut OUR Sermon on the Berben ue to be 

2 conſidered as making part of our contro= |, 

ſo- — ; and indeed it might with more proprietx 

to have been entitled a Diſcourſe againſt myſelf, as you 

* have contrived to introduce into it reflections on 


every opinion that I have at any time advanced, 
ive that you could think would make me appear in an 
the obnoxious light. But for this I am not ſorry ; be- 
ans cauſe the more thoſe opinions are kept in view, the 
an- 

one 


ſooner will the horror they at firſt inſpire go off, 
In time mankind will be leſs offended at them, and 
may come to approve what they now diſlike. As 
io mere abuſe, in which light only thoſe reflection 

7 can be conſidered as they appear in this Sermon, I 
hus D 2 think 
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think my. lime, and enen my ink, of t00- wich 
value to: be thrown away. in anf. No 1 


As to the miraculous conception, to. which your 
Sermon chiefly relates, I do not pretend to make 
myſelf a party for or againſt it, having only endea- 
voured to ſupply materials for forming a right 
| judgment i in the caſe. But I cannot help obſery- 
ing that, inſtead of new light, you have thrown upon 
it a great maſs of additional darkneſs, and of a 
deeper ſhade than any thing that has been produced 
by the chriſtian Fathers, at * cill ng after the 
o f 


With reſpect to the importance of the dodtrine 
you ſay, p. 73 that, as an article of the chriſtian 
ce faith, it is evidently the foundation of the whole 
« iſtinction between the character of Chriſt, in the 
* congition of a, man, and that oh any, other. pros 
<< phet, Had the conception of Jeſus. been in _ 
natural way, had he been, the fruit of Mares 
* maxriage with her huſband, his iptercourle. with; 
< the Deity could have been of no herr Kia tha 
the nature of any other man might; hae equally- 
admitted. and how, it ſhould: differ, (p- 90 
« otherwiſe than ig the. degree of frequency. 
tc apd intimacy, it will not be eaſy tg explaig,unlels; 
« we adhere to the faith tragſmittedi ta us.from;the- 
<< primitive ages, and believe that the eternal word, 
* who was in the beginning with Cod, and; was 
* God, ſo joined to hingſelf the baly thing; Wach 
*, was. formed in Mary's: * ther two na- 

3 f e tures 


. 


TY mw os» HH $3 Ty 


p 

1 

2 

c 

, 
0 

5 
1 
a, 
} 
ls. 
e 
Y 
"} 
hy 
* 
* 


ARCHDEACON OF Sr. ALBANS. 3) 
« tures, from the commencement of the virgin's 
conception, mate one b ace accord- 
« ing to the primitive doctrine, was fo united to 
« the ever living word, that the very exiſtence of 
« the man cotiſtfted in this unten. 
REIT ot PA 


« It was,“ you fay, p. 11, “ clearly the doctrine of 
e holy writ, and nothing elſe, which the Fathers af- - 
« ſerted, in terms borrowed from the ſchools of phi- 
« lolophy, when they affirmed, that the very prin- 
« ciple of perſonality and individual exiftence in 


Mary's ſon, was union with the uncreated word. 


“A doctrine in which the miraculous conception 
* would have been implied, had the thing not been 


recorded; ſince a man conceived in the ordinary 


*« way would have derived the principles of his ex- 
* iſtence from the mere phyſical powers of genera- 
© tion, Union with the divine nature could not 


* 


have been the principle of an exiſtente l | 


« derived from Adam and that intimate uhlon o 
« God and man in the Redeemer's perſon, which 
« the ſcriptures To clearly aſſert, had been a phyſical 
« impoſſibility.” be 


, You add, p. 14, * Wi'the athr hind, ie wars | 
te not difficult to ſhew, that the miraculous concep- 
tion, once admitted, naturally brings up after it 


* the great doctrines of tlie atonement, and the in- 
* carhation.” ny Sr rs | 


To theſe Yneouth Aflertions, expreſfedd in lan- 
guage utterly utintelligibie; and equally unwarranted 
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by ſcripture, or reaſon, I ſhall make no partibale 
reply. He that can receive them, let bim |receive 
them. I ſhall only obſerve, in general, that if I 
; ſhould profeſs myſelf an opponent of the doEtrine 
of the miraculous conception, I could not wiſh for 
a fuller refutation of it, than your being able to 
prove that theſe very abſurd doctrines do, as you 
ſay, neceſſarily depend upon it. I' ſhalt add, 
that if Chriſt had ſo extraordinary a-communi- 
cation with God, in conſequence of his having no 
father, what muſt have been the caſe with Adam, 
who had neither an nor ene 


When vou mal ſee what I have. advanced on 
this ſubject, in the fourth volume of my Hiſtory of 
early Opinions concerning Chriſt, you will be better 
qualified to write about it than you were at the time 
of compoling this Sermon. This Hiſtory you iro- 
nically, p. 12, call my GREAT won k, printing it 
twice in capitals. This work, which is now before 
the public, and may be in your hands, you are wel- 
come to treat ironically, or ſeriouſly, as you pleaſe, 
But you will lead many of your readers to conclude, 
that I had myſelf called it a great work, whereas I do 
not recollect that I have any where called it more 
than a large work, which does not imply- ſo much 
vanity as, in p. 86, you aſcribe to me, If that 
work ſhould ſtand its ground againſt the fierce at- 
tacks of the Archdeacon of St. Albans, the learned 
Profeſſor of Arabic at Oxford, the more learned 
Mr. Hawes of Norwich, and the other learned ore 

1 thodox 


of at who are Tg of its merit. 
* 


I am, &c. 


L Bk vl. 


RE v. 81 R, 


ticing all the ſtrange poſitions, and incon- 
cluſive reaſonings, with which your Remarks abound; 


readers would care to look through. Having, there- 
fore, abundantly refuted every thing on which you 
yourſelf pretend to lay the moſt ſtreſs, I ſhall be 


however, you ſtrongly ſolicit my attention. BE . 


. elne ED 11.0 inn e. 3 
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thodox divines, at home and abroad, whoſe animad- 

verfions it openly challenges, it may deſerve a more 
honourable epithet than I have yet given it. At 
preſent it is only a candidate for the approbation 
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ERE I diſpoſed to TS moyſelf in no- 


I ſhould make a much larger work than I fear my 


very ſhort in my remarks on other things, to which, | 


a ” J 
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wh: | 
1 5 to my AER NG 44 dae in a 
fins, we are ſufficiently come to an iffue. f am 
tully ſatisfied with what I have advanced in 
| of it, and have nothing to add; and, 
ouſly as you treat it, p. 32, 1 ſhould not feel myſelf 
diſpoſed to diſtruſt it on that account, even if I had 
not the concurrence of ſuch names as Beauſobre and 
Dr. Lardner in my favour, I do not know that you 
can prodyce the name of any writer whatever in fa- 
vour of your interpretation. i 


. 

With reſpeR to the paſſages from Chryſe 6 5 you 
will find in my larger wort (if you ſhould con» 
deſcend to look into ſuch a quantity of unfiniſhed 4 
terature) that your conſtruction of his meaning 1s 
contradicted by himſelf. - You yourſelf, however, 
acknowledge all that I want, when you ſay, p. 32, 
« the apoſtles firft tuught what was eaſieſt to be 
* learned, and went on to higher points, as the | 
© minds of their catechumens became able to bear 
© them.“ For, in reality, it makes as differente 
from whatever movive it was chat the apoſtles Uid 
not chuſe to teach the ductrine of Chriſt's divinity, 
or of the trinity. If chriftians were not wal 
thoſt doctrines, they could not know them, and 
conſequemtly they muſt have been unitarians, Ul 
they were inſtructed in them; and this, a all the 
2 was not * boten Ne 
of Jo 


*. 


their Meſſiah, that his object was, to accuftorn 
« them inſenfibly to a myſtery ſa much above their 


« againſt it. Chryſoſtom, he lays, has ſucteeded 
l. 3. 


* 4 


c 


You are pleaſed to ridicule my Logic, p. 13, as 
confounding bring, ſubſtance, and ſubſtratum, and 


« without which a logician will handle his tos bur 
d aukwardly, that the genus cannot de predieared 
* of the ſpecific differences.” I cannot tell where 
you learned this curious logic, with which 1 ac« 
knowledge I am utterly unacyuainted ;; and I ima 


© 1 *s 5 


_ according 
and Blacks, Bec. Rc. and the Whites may be fubdi- 
vided into thoſe of Europe and Afis, &c. and the 


chat it cannot with propriety be ſaid of any partie@- 
would be ſtill leſs proper to ſay that they are and- 


that even great men have fallen into the ſame error 
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The learned and judicious Mr. Baſnage, an 


a trinitarian, very frankly acktowledges, that Chriſt _— 
found the Jews. 50 utter ignorance of the divinity, of - | 


< reaſon, and ſpreſeeing that the church would revolt 


N e . | 
you find me © unapprized of chat rent principle, 


gine it is equally unknown to comtnon ſenſe. For, 
to it, ſince men are divided into Ne 


lar Whites or Blacks, that they are men, and'% 
mal of treatuyes, and teaft of all that they we 
$#ng3, chat is, that they have any exiſtence ar all, 
However, it is unuſually nodeſt in you, to low = 


with N 


1 


Blacks into the Negroes of Afcies, and other diftin& 
ſpecies in other parts ef the world; it would follow, © 


g 


| 7 ü C Ii | 


| with myſelf, « © in "Wh that d is an univerſal 
Nr genus, under which all other genera rank as ſpe- | 
| © cies.” I am content. to claſs with theſe great | 
men, RW as 3 you a. . NE) b 


3. 


0 ev, am. in amuſed with your account of 
the diſſenters in this country, with whom it may be 
preſumed that I am better acquainted than you are, 
And yet, in contradiction to what I aſſerted, and 
to what I am confident every diſſenting miniſ- 
ter, of any denomination whatever, will acknow- 
ledge to be true, you largely maintain, p. 63, that 
1 Calviniſm is almoſt extinguiſhed among us.“ 
| However, I the leſs wonder at your ignorance of 
ancient ſets when you ſo peremptorily decide with. 
reſpect to modern ones, arguing on the moſt  falla- 
cious principles, and neglecting, or deſpiſing, the 
ſureſt and the moſt eaſily acceſſible ſources of in- 
formation. I ſincerely wiſh, that the rational Dif 
ſenters were more numerous than they are; but the 
ſmallneſs of their number, compared to that of 
the Calviniſtic diſſenters, is a clear proof of the truth 
of my general maxim, that great bodies do not ſoon 
change their opinions; and that maxim affords, the 

ſtrongeſt preſumption that the body of chriſtians, 
having, according to the acknowledgement of all the 
Fathers, been at firſt unitarians, could not ſoon be- 


come trinitarians. Accordingly, there are the cleateſt 
indications that, in fact, they , to on uni- 
tarians for ſeveral centuries, 
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7 75 _ V. 170 8 
You ad taken great; but e pains, t to 
prove that the places in which Mr. Lindſey and 
myſelf officiate, are properly, conventicles, p. 72, be- 
cauſe we who preach in them are not [authoriſed by 
law. It is a Matter of little conſequence by hat 
name they are called, ſince, even in the worlt and 
moſt obnoxious. ſenſe of the term, as places unau- 
thoriſed by law, the 0 05 n e in 
conventicles. bs | n 
I ſhould chink, however, * if, by any accident, 
an unauthoriſed diſſenting miniſter, like myſelf, 
ſhould preach in a pariſb church, it would not, on 
that account, become à conventicle, and require re- 
conſecration. And if not, neither does the build- 
ing in which I officiate, being licenſed according to 
law, and therefore in itſelf no conventicle, become 
one in conſequence of my preaching in it. 
68 47 VI. Ne ee 
You have a whole chapter on {he general ſpirit of 
my controverſial writings, in which you take much 
pains to exhibit me as a man whoſe deſigns are 
hoſtile to my country, and who has no pretenfion 
to the character of a good chriſtian, or a good JSubjet. 
I rejoice that Lam- reproached on this account, as 
am conſcious that it is unmerited, and ſhall only | 
obſerve, that the ſame things, and on the very ſame. - 
grounds, were ſaid of Luther, and may be ſaid of 


any man who ſhall endeavour to 2 ably thing 
6734 That N 


KR LETTERS CY 
that he finds eſtabliſhed in the country i in which 5 


s born. For it is impoſſible that any man ſhould 
with for a new und better ſtate uf things, without 


wiſhing for un ulterution of the old and worſe ſtates, 


and if he may on This uecount be denominated an 
etemy to the cduntry in Which that od and work 
tate prevails, a phyfician muſt, on the ſume Prin. 
riple, be deemed the cnhemy of His putietit, whoſe 
diforders he Wiſhes to cure,.and/eſpectally- if, in or 
der to it, he has recourſe to WE emed. 


A the Lethe dime that you profeſs the vremeſt 
edoderdrids, you cannot conceal your ſecret wiſhes 
for che interference of ſome aid from a fortigh uur. 
rr. Von fay, indeed, p. 82, © Whatever Dr. Pricfitley 
may s ffect to think of the intolerance'of thareh- 
men in general, or of the Archdeacoh of %, 
* Alban's in particular, a ehurehman lives not in 
te the preſent age ſo weak, who would fiot, in po. 
« licy, if not in love, diſcourage, rather than pro- 
“ mote any thing that might be called a perſecution 

„of the unitarian blaſphemy, ia the perſon of 
« Dr. Prieſtley, or of any of his admirers. A 
* churchman lives not fo weak, as not to know, 

< that perſeeution is the trot-bed in which nooſeoſe 
* and imp ty have ever thrived.” I with, Sir, 1 
could perſuade myſelf that this was true. For 
there certhinly are forme very weak churchmen,, 
Who, having lets confidente in the force of arge- 
nen than you have, may be alarmed tos ſebn, and 

* nde church is in danger; in Which caſe I 
wo 


o > 
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would: yourſelf think the es of civil porer 
e DOE 


Conſiding; dne in * . NOV Se Wo mo- 
deration of my countrymen in general, though not 
in that of the Flergy i in particular, I ſhall perſiſt i ia 
uſing that liberty which the laws ough# to give me. 
Unitarianiſm has flouriſmeck very well, as you als. 
low, in perſecution. Let the experimend be fairly 
made, and we ſhall ſee-whether-ir-will not flouriſty 
as well-in that- ſtare-of perfect freedom, which the 
generous temper of the times gives us. | 


In a ſpirit very different from the general — 
ions quoted above, you cannot forbear to inſinuate, 
that my defigns are truly alarming: to the ſtate, 
and ſay, p. $2, „If Dr. Prieſtley ever ſhould at. 
« tempr to execute the ſmalleſt part of what he 
«.would now be underſtood to threaten, it may then 
ebe expedient that the magiſtrate e PB 
0 bi. beareth not the ſword in vain,” 


You ſay, p. ; 3, e Let us truſt for the e 


e we ſecurely may, to the trade of the good town 


« of Birmingham, and to the wiſe connivance of 
« the magiſtrate (who watches, no doubt, while he 
deems it politic to wink) ta nip Dr. r 


goodly prgjects in the bud; which nothing 


would be ſo likely to ripen to a dangerous effect. 
es canſtraint exceſſively or unſeaſonably uſed; 
. * Thinks, 


- 
8 
* _ 


„ LETTERS" To THE. 


«Thanks, however; are due to him match lovers 
« of their country, for the miſchief which he wants 
c not the inclination to do, if he could find the 
« the means of doingt. In gratirude's eſtimation, 
<,the will is ever to be taken for the deed.” What 
is this but ſaying, that it would be wiſe: and right 
to nip my projects even in the bud, "if there was 
any p̃toſpect of my ſucceeding in them? And what 
could a Bonner or a Gardener ,ſay more? They 
would never have burned men alive, if it had not 
been to prevent, what they thought. tp be miſchief. 

Indeed, Sir, you. do not know what. e you 

are f, FF ;; . CY 


But my projects ar are more a] in the ta * 
am at this very time actually exccuting all that I 
would be underſtood to threaten, or ever have 
threatened. I am endeavouring, by all the means 
in my power, to rouſe the attention of thinking 
men in this country to the corrupt ſtate of the xe» 


ligion that is eſtabliſhed in it, and eſpecially to 
convince them of the miſchievous tendency of wor- 


ſhipping Chriſt as a God, when chriſtianity dif- 
claims all knowledge of any other God than one, 
and that the Cod and Father of Chriſt; being confi- 
dent that when this is effected (and towards this con- 
ſiderable progrels is viſibly making every day, and 
it has met with no obſtruction ſince the commences . 
ment of this controverſy) vot only will. the preſent. 
forms of trinitarian worſhip be ' aboliſhed, but my 
countrymen will then thank me, and my friends 
\ for 
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for what we may have contributed towards ſo glo- 
rious a revolution. Till this be actually effected, 
you will naturally call our attempts rebellious. In 
the mean time, convince our governors, if you can, 
that the country will ſuffer in its wealth, population, 
power, &c, &g. by the people ne unitarians. 


ww 


Whatever you may inſinuate to the contrary, the 
real nature, and full extent of my views(which I carry 
on in obedience to a greater power than any in this 
world) might eaſily be ſeen by yourſelf, eſpecially | 
in my late Obſervations on freedom of inquiry in 
matters of religion. There you might alſo. have ſeen 
that the dreadful engine, by means of which I hope 
to accompliſh my dangerous deſigns, is free diſ- 
cuſſion, or controverſy, an obſtinate controverſy, 
in which much ref, but I hope no lives, will be 
loſt much ink, but no Blood, will be ſpilled; and 
in this I conſider the Archdeacon of St. Albans, 
Mr. White, Mr. Howes, and all my opponents, as Is 
my coadjutors; for without ſuch concurrence, o 
controverſy could be carried on. But © the weapons 
* of our warfare are not carnal.” 


To youtfalt Sir, in particular, the world is in- 
debted for whatever there may be of- value in my 
large Hiſtory ef early opinions concerning Chriſt. 
For without the link that you put into the chain 
ol cauſes and effects, mechanically operating in my 
mind, the very idea of that work would not, I be- 
lieve, have occurred to me. And I truſt that a fire 
ſtill 
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— 10 all Ln ecclefeticnt 2 
in the world. which are built upon and promote 1 ö 
Wikbe ca By: — 
Wh e 19 8 ofa 
* 1B arty tb ons” 
\ Left you ſhould again ae 1 erbt 
indelence of rbicen month, coctfider that the great 
Wer on which' Jou, Sit; firſt ſounded the alarm 
; Gand Mr- White has ſounded the horn öf battle 
Aid Jouder) rag l ing chan bee: 
R — — breathed: in jour Wen 
Charge tothadrcbdeaconry of St: Albans Leſt you 
Ee ah N here recite one 
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et ficulties in the ſyſtem, pos create doubts * about 
the particulars of the chriſtian doctrine: dil. 
culties muß be removed 'and doubts muſt be 
ce. ſatisßeddl. But above all, the ſcruples muſt be 
< compoſed which the refinements of a falſe phir 


Kaos $2.4 Patronized as; they are in the. 5 


os ſcientific attainments, will be too apt to'raife in 
® the minds of their weaker els a9 2 
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« is the ſervice to-wWhicty they; whom the indulge 
« of providence-hatts releaſed” from the more labo- 
10 rious office of the prieſthood, ſtand peculiarly en- 
te To them theit more oceupied brethren 
« have a righr: to look up in theſe emergencies, for 
« ſuppott and ſucenur in the common cauſe. - It is 
« for them to ſtand forth the champions of the com: 
mom faith, and the advocates of theit order, It. . 
« is fot them to wipe off the aſperfion injuriouſly 

« caſt upon the ſons of the eſtabliſhment, as unin- 
« formed in the true grounds of the doctrine which 
« they teach, or infincere in the belief of it. To 
* this duty they are indiſpenſably obliged bye 
« providential exemption from work of a 


Kind. It is the proper buſineſs of the ftation 


* whey is allotted them in Chriſt's houſhold, And 
« deep will be their ſhame, and inſupportable their 
« puniſhment, if, in the great day of reckoning, 
« it ſhould appear that they have received. the 
1 ſervice which hath. never TR one | 
form * Js imo) Jo e 000 r e een 
15 Sir, ae 25 you 10 ag 
to do, you will never, in this very Aide Hunt . 
when the enemy is at every gate, * 
rampart of your' old and ruinous fortreſs, indulge 
yourſelf in your ſoft conch of preferment, but, together 


vith your N eee 00s : 
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rk to be given; or accepted, you think 
e yourſelf at liberty to ſtrike at your enemy without 
75 « remorſe, in whatever quarter you may perceive an 

< opening.“ This fell language may well make me 
ſhudder at my ſituation, eſpecially as, in my large 
work, at this very time probably in your cruel and 
remorſeleſz hands, there muſt) be many openings, 
and your vigilance in diſcovering them cannot be 
doubted. I truſt, however, that though you. may 
raw blood in many places, you will not be able to 
reach a any vital part. Out of eigh hundred re- 
ferences, I will gladly compound. for eighteen being 
found defectiy 3 of no more than Aue in this 
e e not one en to i, 20 your 


MY I's: K MR, d 23.46 
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wu 


=" As you hive a appri bel me of; your refolptin.» 00 
ſtrike at me Without remorſe, wherever ya 2 
find an opening, 1 may preſume. that the. 

which yon have aimed your remo leſs Blows, 4 . 
all that you thought vulnerable. But, 15 ou are 
not ſkilful in the art of tormenting, and, like the 
Indian warrior, I will teach. We boy. en c 
wound me woch more c Reply... n W [big 


+» vevs 162: * e 

Tour chief n is evidently to feppglent wg as an 
enemy t5 the civil and ceclebaſtical copſtigayjon.of 
this couũtry. Now had you. been better gedit in my 
writings (bur they are happily too voluminous for. 
you to lobt through) you might have found pallages 
more to your purpoſe than any that you. have" ſe- 
ſeed. "You. 0h, gone back as far as. the 176, 
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1769, but you have overlooked the Sermon which 


| preached on reſigning my paſtoral offlee at Leeds, 
in 1773, one paragraph from who is hall inkctþ 
for your. ren nn}: ks 


cc All who are intereſted in 3 of eſe | 
« antichriſtian #ſabliſhments, which uſurp an undue 
authority over the conſciences of men, aud whoſe 
« wealth, and power are advanced by them, are at 
« this very time in a ſtate of general conſternation, 
« both at home and abroad z ſecing their principles 
« and maxims univerſally. decried, and their unjuſt 
claims aſſailed from a great variety of quarters, | 
ſo chat their kingdom is now fwl{ of. darkneſi, and 
« they are gtiwing their 9 ues for pain, but with» 
« out repenting of their deeds.” Rev. xvi. 40, | 
&c. &c. * 8. e r „ er rt barry {1 


vin. Nei! 0 | 
As 700 An p. 155 "of & culling * ang? 
my compoſition,”* I ſhall, in return, preſent you | 
with ſame of your.own. ..If they pleaſe. ſo much 
when ſeparate, Ie Re ready 
grance when united? | 


te Inſuffcient Se” I : SEE 3 
« rance, fiery reſentment, *. invective, and 
« fierceneſs of wrath, p. 23 incompetency in the 
te ſubject, fraudulent trick, meant to be put upon 
the public, but not an Pr. Horſley, p. 9; uni- 
e niſhed erudition, ſhallow criticiſm, weak argu- 
© ment, unjuſtifiable art to cover the weakneſs, and 
© ſupply the want of argument, p. 133 the vain in- 

E 2 -/ 3 « dignant 
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1 . 


| Us eee 145 N never to be forgotten attempt 
upon F in St, John's firſt apiſtle, p. 18% 
<2, profeſior.; Steck, unqualified to teach the 
« elements of language, p. 34 3 a'falſe- and 
4 fraudulent repreſentation of an argument, p. 42; 
lie preelpicante is aſſertion / and talent in accommo- 
dating his. ſtory to his opinion, p. 43 one in- 
ſtance out of a. great number, of his ſnameleſs in- 
e trepidity jn uſſertion pi 47 enraged Hereſiarch, 
pls prudenoe in not yet dec laring dis anti- 
* pathyt to the civil as well as eccleſiaſtical conſti- 
<<tutiori.of-this country, p. 79 declaiming in his 
<<, conventicle to enlighten the minds, and*excite the 
<«/2eal of the mechanes of the populous rowh of 
Birmingham; p. 8 73 the exceſſive adiirution in 
«which:Ihold-niyſelf, p. 86 ; Nay 09 claim/to-the 
« titles of a good chfiltian, or good 3 
_ 87, &c. G 
le Ae 0 Hm 1 Al; #1 7 r ig A 1 
x cee with this, let the MA 
what you ſay, p. 8. If: on any branch of e 
t tian duty my conſcienoe be at perfect ene the 
5 ** Proveptuuge a 1 which I truſt I have. not 


* Referring to War attempt to * upon n 120 
ers, by a falſe quatation of the common Engliſh verſion of the 
bible. A nian really capable of ris, could al be fit for Bed- 
lamor Tyburn; and yer Di. Horley, In the very publication is 
which he N 4hat charge, ſaid my. virtues were great 
«and amiable; a evident acontradition as the doArine of 
d . b n the. min. But as theſe have been * 

E other. © N 
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ARCHDEACON OF. ST. ALBANS... 


« rranſgrefſed;/*-and-35/®y; «© Frot' ny youth 8 | 


« | have been averſe” to” cenſorious judgment. 


F 


and moderation forms the | {earere in your 


character: {vp e eee 1607 1s eis 
run act» noize bud 


Having taken from. me every moral:\qualiry,;all 
knowledge of human. nature, hiſtory, logic aan 
every 1 qualiſy me for the: contro- 


verſy in which Lhaye had the preſumptian ta en 


gage, together with the very elementa /o the Greek 
language, and even of Latin, DE RTE 
that, having (aſſerted. your, on, right to all yirtue, 
and all knowledge,.0u: ben gat pet <xpreſly.de- 


nied my ability. 39 Write a little zolerably intelligible = 


Engliſh, and I ſhall, endeavour 80. make. Ihe heft wi 
that I can of itz, before the, Fee e 
| may be ripped of 4 boug = b n 


8 2 325 88.3 


But, dropping this ſtyle, I — on one ſubject * 
a little ſerious. with you. No. 3 that 1 
wilful miſrepre- 
ſentation. This I deny; and if have inadvertently” 
ſaid any thing that implies as much, I. half publicly” 


have charged you, with. graſs and 


ak your pardon. , I muſt, therefore, inſiſt upon 


your making good this accuſation. Jou el 0 


charge ue With Wilful miſrepreſentation, but 1 


doubt not you really believe me to be that 1 N : 


lent and baſe. character which alone is capable of 
ſuch condułt̃t, and therefore you ſay no worſe of me 


than you really believe. 1 do not think fo ill of 


Jou, and therefore I do not uſe that language in 
e T ki 


— 


1 4 bkrrins o 1 


. 1 bates; idee, Gibst i 
falffier of hiſtory, becauſe you have added, and (as 
you now acknowledge) æneiu that you added to'the 
accounts of ancient hiſtorians.. But then you really 
believed that the tranſaQions paſſcd as you elated 
them, and that the particulars which you added had 
been omitted by the early writers; This is far hon 
of a wilful lie. After what I had written on this 
_ fubjeR, in my eighteenth letter to you, I am fur- 
priſed that you ſhould write as you do now. I. 
ene wu be yur d from n 


be d e of your remarks, which | is Fo lth 
of a piece with the body of the work, that it pun 
me in mind of the introduction to Horace At of 
Poetry “, is ſomething extraordinary, and indeed, 
| ſhocking, Afrer-aſcribing to me the warlt deligns, 
and the worſt paſſions, that tan occupy the head or 
heart of man, and for once intimating the vga 
of ſomething wrong lurking unperceiv 
don boſom, ſpeaking of the awful 1 7 
the laſt day, you expreſs a deſire that whatever of 
e intemperate wrath, and carnal- anger, has mixed 
<« itſelf on either [ide with the zeal with which ye 
< have purſyed our fierce contention, may ther) be 
e forgiven to us both; 4 prayer,” you ſay, which 
e you breathe from che bottom of nes! foul} ,” and 


END * Humano capiti cervicem piQor equinam © | 
- . Jongere fl velit, et varias inducere — An! 
Dndiqus collatis membris, ut turpiter W W 

Deſinat in piſcem muliet formoſa ſuperne z. 

-— admiſſi riſum ſragati amici ? 
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to which you add, that if 7 have any part in the 
ſpirit of a chriſtian, T 1 5 on my bended knees, | 


A 2 e ſp; pine 
which you deſcgibe, our readers will Taker, 7 not from | 5 
the declarations of either of us, but from our ge. | = 
netal "temper, conduct, and manner of writing. If 
Ide the man you deſcribe, I can have no hope of, 
forgiveneſs at the awful period to which you refer,, 
unleſs'T repent and reform now. If, contrary to the 
ſolemn declaration of your perfect innocence, quoted, 
above, you had, when you wrote this conclufton, a 
latent ſuſpicion that all had not been right on deer 
ſide, you certainly, Sir, ought to have pauſed, have 
carefully reviſed what you had written, and have 
expunged what you could not approve. © Boaſting 
of more chriſtianity than you wilt allow to me, you 
ought to teach me, by your example, what it is that 
our religion requires in theſe caſes, and not give any 
occaſion to an unauthoriſed teacher in a conventicle, 
to inſtruct an Arehdeacon of the church of England 


in one f l it baden in che riſtian ſchool. 
1 J zan 2 Is 200 894g 300 hoc 
1 Reva, oe „an 40. d = 5 
e 1 2 ieren Nez V2 9 ** un 
© Your very humble Seu, 7 
IR e Ani a iss in th 
870 rkiskrügt 
nn ved. 010015390 on 27d EU. 
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| ar on, Mr, "Hons Ninh Ako = 0. 
beiin on Books ancient and madern,.. 18 


14 © Wi. Her '1 have a much more ö 
and a "Femewhat x more temperate antagoniſt 
than the Archddeacon of St. Albans ; but 1 am 
ſorry t to 15 that he has employed hjs ingenuity 
and learning (or, to uſe a favourite phraſe” of his 
his own, his zalep! of > zation) where neither of 
them can poſſibly avail him; the former in ex- 
culpating himſcif fromthe charge of repyeſencing! 
me as an unbelie ver, and the latter, in 
ing to prove that the DOM of the Jews &ed 
a Godin their end. 1 e 5 
TY _ +4 ora „ 
do act eff nk 3 nahe conſtruction 
of particular. words and Phraſes, though Ihat 
quid abundantly juſtify: it. Let any man e 
common ſenſe read his Diſcourſe, and then ay, 
whether one 75 object of it was not to repreſent” 
me as one of that claſs of perſons, who. having | 
formerly been profeſſed unbelievers in chtiſtiani- 
ty, on finding that ground untenable, nom only 
pretend to believe it, calling themſelves rational Y 
ian, when in reality they are no chriſtians at 
all. He has no occaſion to have recourſe to his 
Dictiopary for the meaning of the word mom 


* 
+ 2 4 AMY 


* 


ok Ifay'of Mr. Gibbon, that he- 


has Me Howes had fai 


Ma. WOW A S. 9 


Does any man ever content himſelf e ſaying 
of another, that he pretend toi a particular» charac- 
ter; if he really thinles that he has a juſt claim to 
eee 
believer in chriftiüntty; bor ien eld wine, 1 
uſe that Iangpage at l J ought td mean, viz 
that he only pretends-to believe it, while her is 
mY endeavouring 0 ſap elle very foundations 
The ſatme 7s the 'n vral inference. from. ab 
Ni 7 2 e e * 
bz "_ 9417 WALL oth 
Hat Ease really thinks 8 0 [pation 
in chriſtianity, as: he, now ſays, it would much bet. 
iet haye become him, ingenuouſſy to acknow- 
edge his fault, and to aſk pardon for it. At pre- 
ſent his apology only | aggravates his offence. 
However, it affects himſelf: only, and not me. 
We have one common maſter and judge, who 
knows both what he really intentled by his ac- 
count of me, and what I am; and by his ſent- / 
ence, and not N ha * (Miſs e 1 mall 
ſtand or fall. eil BI PET Acer e 


— 


haſt + 769 — 3. ig LAST 


A ro Mir. How's 7 7 in this public ation, 
to prove that the body of the Jewiſh᷑ nation really 
believed in the precexiftence and divinity of theit 
Meſſiah, it muſt appear perfeckly futile to any 
perſon who ſhall read what chey will Hd, on that 
ſubje& in my Hiſtory of © early o £01 | 
Chriſt. - He will there find that even the 


Fachary eager as they were to preſs. the Jewiſh 
ſcriptures 


33 REMARK s. 


fcriptures into the ſervice, of 3 
trinity, did not pretend to have the body of the 
Fewoiſh nation on their ſide. And would not they: 
have been as glad as Mr. Howes now appears to 
be, to have found that belief among them? What 
ſome particular Jewiſh cabbaliſts(whoſe writings 
are remarkable for their ænigmatical obſcurity} 
may haye ſaid; in a later period, is nothing to 
the purpoſe. To prove the eaſy reception of the 
doctrine of the divinity, of Chriſt 1 in the primitive 
times, Mr. Howes muſt find the doctrine of the 
divinity of the Meſſiah to have been the general 
belief of the Jewiſh nation in the age of the apoſ- 
tles. The « opinion of ſuch a Platoniſt as Philo, if 
we could be ſure of it, can never pals for. that, of - 
the Jewiſh nation in general, who certainly were 2 
not Platoniſts. Joſephus is at leaſt as good an avs 
thority as Philo; but is it probable that the Jewiſh 
nation, or the Phariſees? in general, were believers 
in the doctrine of the tranſmigration of ſouls, 
though this writer ſays they were? Joſephus 
himſelf, and a few others, might believe that 
doctrine; and, from a natural bias to add to the 
reſpectability of our own party, he might give that 
repreſentation of the faith of his ſect in general. 
But Philo does not ſay that the Jews in genefal1 in- 
terpreted the {criptures as he did. * 


Pa bf 


10 my Hiſtory Mr. Nowes vid find hoods | 


expreſs teſtimony, that the Jews, in every age, 
from our Saviour's time to the preſent, were be- 


levers 1 humayicy of their Merten 


1 mr u o 5 3 1 4 3 
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the pretence of orthodox chriſtians to prove that 
their anteſtots ever believed any thing elſe. Let 


Mr. Howes. get acquainted with any learned Jews 


in this countey, and they) will give hien the ſatiſ- 


faction * given me on this ſabject. And 


is it not more likely that they ſhould: knom the 
real ſentiments of their countrymen, and of their 


own writers, with which they are continually eonver- 
ſant, than we can pretend to be? They give me 


the ſtrongeſt aſſurances that the belief of their 


Meſfiah being à God, or that he pre · exiſted, nei- 
ther is now, nor ever was, the faith of any of their 
countrymen.” On the contrary, they hold theſe 


doctrines in the greateſt abhorrence. Since this 


was indiſputably. the caſe;\borhi6 the time of the 
chriſtian Fathers and at preſent, let Mr. Howes 
ſhew in which of the middte ages that doctrine 


was firſt introduced, how far it ſpread, and when 7 
it was deſerted by them. Let him -firſt anſwer 


what the learned Baſnage; who was à trinitarian, 
has written on the Ton neee 1 ec ny 1 


der r eee EN 
FISTS . at * E 21 * e EN 


lem indeed ene es e Dt. Hos. 
ley, nor Mr. Howes, ſhould ſo much as mention 
the name of Baſnage in'treatiog of this Tubje, 
which he has ſo learnedly ; and ſo ably diſcuſſed, 


and who” has 16” paiticulady | confidered” Wat 
 Cudworth, Alix, and Bull had advanced upon it. 


The character of Mr. Baſnage, in Moreri's Dic- 


i 


N 71 5 
1 4 4 2 SES * 1. 
60 REMA RK S ON 
| n 28 51 5818190 Une OAT? | 
tionary, by. Cunt ICED Monlievr : 
Baſnage gtoit vraiyuſques.dans: les plus petites 
<.choles,,.,Sa.candeur, Jt; ſranchiſe, ſa bonne foi, 
ne paroiſſent pas moing dans ſes. ouvrages, que 
«|, on... cher b 


9 a has been-repligd; o | 
them by ſuch a, man asothis “ Notwithſſanding 
the acknowle - EXCEL ofuhiß chatactet, 
there will be. nothing extraordinary; in Dr. Her- 
leu gepgeſenting him as a ppillul liat. If lan 
chaten: cuil have been 4 ſecuriry a gainſt ua 

| ene de GU 
443 Jo g5þi $85 45006: von vileoowa blow 
AM, not mpch acquainted with the Jewiſh.cah-- 


baliſts .£xeeptthrough..the; medium of Baſnage | 
and others, and therefore will not anſwer for the 


meaning of the writer Mr, Howes quotes, though 


it is of no ſignification what his meaning; was j hut 
of Philo { have ſome knowledge.;.and. his mean 
ing, I, am.confident, Mr. Howes has moſ-grofaly..- 
miſtaken... Referring. co, that in Philo, 
which will be — 7 in my 2 2. Pr 8, 
de bun. Foe, the. chief, or moſt ancient + 

. * logos. (as Philo. expreſies himſelf). is likewiſe. 
« ſometimes mentioned by hin as being au 
« rden in the high prieſt: ache Jews, and even ass 
being the very ſame perſon, with the high 1 3 
«as if they. were blended. into a compound indi- 
6 "puſs in | conſequence of which the high 


8 "oy 


* Fang... 


Ma HOWB'S'" e 


« prieſt is there (poker of, and eee 10 bs 
„longer @ man, und of dis deine logs he 
« fays alſo, that he dwellsin Got; Ae gots on 
« to deſcribe this divine logos, Aired to che | 
« high n had God eee 
« and as beigg- andinted” with! off at Hg g | 
« tion, dt firſt government. Sine chen, P. 49. * 
„Philo here ranked che high prieft 40 being e 
« the ſume with the divine logos, 46d and itt TS, 
a place calls the divine logds à High 1 
com "Sg 2 


« conceives them capi pable ef forming a 
« individiel, fe is plain thur the'populatthedlogy 
had tio objection'to u ſimilur compound form- 
« ed out of the divine logos and 4 Humat Mef- 
« ſiah, deſcended from David; WHR union chey 
« would naturally ſignify under the idea of t 
« latter beitig anointed cr, ns would” cohiſe 
« quently be chen nd longer. conilered as: „ 


= man.” m7 Amit n Hi ol vg: boom r etb0. dou: 
44 e30bohegzuntt add Hair od 4.2 "482% 


Now nothing cat) | be more evident; even to a io” | 
very ſagacious reader, thinthat Phils, in this pa” al 
ſage, 1s merely indulging \hinfelf in One of His x 
travagant 'allegorical interpretitions of es | 
ſuppoſing that what Moſes ſayt concerning the I 
prieſ was not to be uhderſtbod of any nan, büt © 
the Platonic di uin Togos. This writer abounde iu 
ſuch ridieulous tlons of ſeriptute, and It 
them he was too readily followed by the chriſtian = 


Fathers, But Mr. \Howes's interpretation of Philo 


is more mp on than 2 3 5 


„ a8 0 0 


of, Moſes. Beſides, can this ſame divine logos have 


a proper bypoft atical union with the gewiſn high 


prieſt (probably every Jewiſh high prieſt) and with: 


Jeſus the ſon of Mary r Mun — (perm 
will this make? * TYS bt YI & 121 ** . T's . a 


iin 11 18, nn wo FSR -YL 441 2&4 A5 * 


Mr, Howes's conſtruction of the paſſage, which 
e bas quoted from Tottullian, p. 13, is. n leſs wide. 
his purpoſe, But I ſhall. not enlarge upon this 


topic E ſce how Mr. Howes, will acquit WA 


with reſpect « to what be has engaged vo. Me... 


x * 9 2 1 
« S413; 167.4 ny * def K #1) 21 70 Taz 73; 2 54 i 


FEEAS 


11 any; man can read the evidence that I have pro · 


duced, in my Hiſtory, in favour of: uoigarianiſm 
church, the acknowledgments of the orthodog,fa+ 
chers, that this doctrine was ſo prevalent amang 


both the Jews and gentiles, that it required che 


greateſt caution in the apoſtles to teach them ny 
more ſublime doctrine, that the doctrines of the 


divinity. and; pre : exiſtence of Chriſt were” hot 


taught, with clearneſs and effect, except by Jehn 


at the time of the publication of his Goſpel, after 
that of the three others; that che .cammon. people, 
who were unitarians, were extremely ſhocked. at 
the firſt propoſal of the docttine of. the trinity ia 
a later period; though, after this, che crinitarians 

expreſſed great contempt and diſlike of the unitarian 


derive”, &c. &c. wes and yet wales that oy : 


N That the unitarians were af 93 . no. hits 
and afterwards as heretics, Mr. Howes repreſents, r. vin. 8s 
« an 


7 ͥU“ ... d . f ay” 2 3W__LEE aw, - 
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were! Peg in the apoftolie age, and 
that which immediately followed it, I fball*think 
him capable of undertaking to prove that this 


country was not inhabited by Britons before the 
arrival of the Romans ʒ but that the Romans them 


enen Nee, er Au e yy. 215 wh 
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w. e are promiſed, however, Jah OR 
this fingular poſition ; and 3s" Mr. Howes main- 
tains, that' thoſe whom' [ have called unitarians in 
that age differed from the orthodox in nothing 
more than in ſuppoſing that the union of the a. 
vine and human nature in Chfiſt commenced fo 
late as his baptiſm, and not fo early as at his con- 
ception, I take it for granted that we mall Had this 
mighty difference of opinion diſtinetſy marked by 
many of the ancient writers, and reaſons given why 
this "iffereric with reſpect to a date only, was con- 
fidered as of ſu much conſequence. For that the dif- 
ference was thought to be conſiderable, and eſpe- 
cially that the orthodox doctrine was thought to be 
much more difficult and ſublime than the other, is 
too evident to be denied. Now T ſhould think 


that it was quite as difficult to conceive: of this 


hypoſtarical union taking place in a man full 
grown, as in an embrio in the womb, But Mr. 


Howes will certainly find Jometbing tO ſay 1 in fup- : 


« an inconſiſtency above his comprebenſion.” How be can 


imagine this is above my comprehenſion. But we ſhall, pro- 
bably, have ſufficient opportunity of explaining ourſelves. 


port 
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troverſy. But if that was his ſerious opinion, how 
troverſial? Both his Obſervations. on Boat and 


myſelf) the far greater part of my a are 


6 


port of eee 
that which he py e ec r „ 
e e O07 ee n e 
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In the mean ume i it-is - a ariculer fielding to 
me that this diſcuſſion is at length _undertakenby 
Mr. Howes, who is unqueſtionably a ſcholar, and 
| ho is at the ſame time ſo expeditious in hig we- 
tions; as we ſhall now fee all that can be produced 
againſt my argument, and the learned will not long 
be in ſuſpenſe with reſpect to it. And then 1 hope 
it will appear that Mr. Howes is greatly miſtabeg 
in his aſſertion, that no good ever aroſe from cont 


can he juſtify himſelf in engaging in this contre: 
verſy, in which he is entirely a volunteer, and how 
comes it that every thing that he has written i 


Sermon, are altogether ſuch. -Much as 1 have 
written in controverſy, from the fulleſt convicon 
of the utility of it (which at leaſt juſtifies mew 


of a different nature. W 
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